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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WOMACK). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
January 27, 2014. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable STEVE 
WOMACK to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2014, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 1:50 p.m. 

f 

CONGRATULATING BOY SCOUT 
TROOP 31 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, today I rise to acknowl-
edge the 100th anniversary of Boy 
Scout Troop 31, which is located in 
State College, Pennsylvania, Juniata 
Valley Council, Centre County, proudly 
within the Pennsylvania Fifth Congres-
sional District. 

With Troop 31 scheduled to celebrate 
this milestone on ‘‘Scout Sunday’’ this 

coming February 2, I want to offer my 
praise to the generations of young men 
who have given their all through serv-
ice to others. Chartered by St. Paul’s 
United Methodist Church, Boy Scout 
Troop 31 should take this time to look 
back on its many accomplishments. 

This unit has awarded 170 Eagle 
Scout recognitions since it was found-
ed, which is no surprise, considering 
that, in just the last 5 years, Troop 31 
has racked up over 40,000 community 
service hours, giving back to the local 
community. 

As the former president of the Juni-
ata Valley Boy Scout Council and a 
long-time scoutmaster of a Boy Scout 
troop in the same county, it has been 
an honor for me to observe the success 
of State College Troop 31. 

The adult leadership of Troop 31, in-
cluding scoutmasters, assistant 
scoutmasters, troop committee mem-
bers, merit badge counselors, and par-
ents are to be congratulated for 100 
years of molding boys into men 
through the principles and the values 
of Scouting. 

The countless boys that have hiked 
the Scouting trail as members of Troop 
31 have gone on to become productive 
members of their communities, leaders 
in business, and outstanding citizens. 

This Scouting unit has exemplified 
the vision of Scouting founder Lord 
Robert Baden-Powell when he stated, 
‘‘It is the spirit within, not the veneer 
without, that makes a man.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, Boy Scout Troop 31 de-
serves our praise and thanks for their 
service and sacrifice. 

Congratulations on this historic 
milestone. 

f 

SYRIAN CHRISTIANS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. WOLF) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, last week 
the Drudge Report featured an article 

with a striking headline, ‘‘The World’s 
Most Ancient Christian Communities 
Are Being Destroyed—and No One 
Cares.’’ This sentiment was expressed 
in no uncertain terms yesterday at an 
event in my district at St. John the 
Beloved in McLean, Virginia. 

People from around the Greater 
Washington, D.C., area gathered to 
hear directly from five senior Syrian 
Christian leaders, part of a delegation 
from the war-ravaged country and the 
first of its kind that I know of to visit 
the U.S. since the hostilities began. 
These men will speak at The Heritage 
Foundation at 1 p.m. today and will 
meet with Members of Congress tomor-
row. Their story and that of their com-
munities bears telling not only to pol-
icymakers, but to the American church 
at large, for they represent the very 
cradle of Christendom. They spoke 
movingly of their identity as Syrian 
Christians with ancient roots predating 
the apostle Paul. 

Today these communities face vio-
lence, kidnapping, sexual assault, dis-
placement, and more. According to the 
Barnabus Fund, which is hosting this 
delegation, an estimated 600,000 Chris-
tians in Syria have already fled the 
country or lost their lives. Of course, 
general violence plagues Syria, but this 
ancient Christian community finds 
itself targeted by Islamist elements in 
the country, including a significant 
number of foreign jihadists who have 
flocked to the battlefield. 

Several messages emerged at the 
talk yesterday, but one held particular 
relevance for the faith community in 
America. These Syrian Christian lead-
ers made a plea for engagement from 
the church in the West. Specifically, 
they sought for American churches to 
‘‘adopt’’ specific Syrian churches—to 
commit to praying on their behalf and 
advocating for them when possible. The 
need is great, but so too is the oppor-
tunity. 

The plight of Christians in Syria, 
while horrific, is in some respects a 
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similar story. Time and again, Syrian 
Christians remark that they fear their 
fate that befell their brethren in Iraq, 
where hundreds of thousands fled after 
being targeted by rival Islamist groups. 
Today, Iraq’s Christian population has 
fallen from as many as 1.4 million in 
2003 to roughly 200,000 today. In fact, 
throughout the Middle East, Christian 
communities are increasingly under 
siege and imperiled. Christianity is at 
risk of being ripped from the very fab-
ric of the Middle East when, for cen-
turies, it has been part of the rich tap-
estry of that region. 

Will we permit it to happen on our 
watch? Will we answer their pleas for 
help, or will their cries fall on deaf 
ears? I pray it is not too late. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 6 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 2 
p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Eternal God, we give You thanks for 
giving us another day. 

We pause now in Your presence and 
acknowledge our dependence on You. 

We ask Your blessing upon the men 
and women of this, the people’s House, 
who are returning this day to their sta-
tions here on Capitol Hill. 

As the new session is in its early 
days, help each Member to obey Your 
law, to do Your will, and to walk in 
Your way. Grant that they might be 
good in thought, gracious in word, gen-
erous in deed, and great in spirit. 

Make this a glorious day in which all 
are glad to be alive and ready to serve 
You. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. HOLDING) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. HOLDING led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

RESIGNATION FROM THE HOUSE 
OF REPRESENTATIVES 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following resignation from the 
House of Representatives: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 27, 2014. 

Hon. JOHN BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House, 
Washington, DC. 

MR. SPEAKER: It has been an honor to serve 
my neighbors, friends and family of Florida’s 
19th Congressional District. 

Regardless of some personal struggles in 
2013, this year has already been tremen-
dously positive as I focus on my health, fam-
ily and faith. 

Unfortunately, some of my struggles had 
serious consequences. While I have dealt 
with those issues on a personal level, it is 
my belief that professionally I cannot fully 
and effectively serve as a United States Rep-
resentative to the place I love and call home, 
Southwest Florida. 

I hereby submit this letter of resignation 
as the Representative of the 19th District of 
Florida, effective 6:30 p.m., Eastern Standard 
Time, January 27, 2014. Please find the at-
tached letter I have submitted to Governor 
Rick Scott. 

On a personal note, Mr. Speaker, to you 
and our colleagues from both parties, I 
thank you. Thank you for the tremendous 
support and encouragement. Oftentimes in 
Congress, our personal relationships and suc-
cesses are overshadowed by intense but 
meaningful and necessary debate. However, I 
leave the House of Representatives with 
friendships and memories of great men and 
women dedicated to helping and improving 
the lives of our fellow Americans. 

As an eternal optimist, I know there are 
great things in store for our country when 
we find ways to work together. Whether it is 
as a father, a husband, or in any future en-
deavor, I hope to contribute what I can to 
better our country in the years to come. 

Sincerely, 
TREY RADEL, 

Member of Congress. 
Enclosure. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 27, 2014. 

Hon. RICK SCOTT, 
State of Florida, 
Tallahassee, FL. 

DEAR GOVERNOR SCOTT: I hereby submit 
my resignation as the United States Rep-
resentative of the 19th Congressional Dis-
trict of Florida. My resignation is effective 
at 6:30 p.m., Eastern Standard Time, January 
27, 2014. 

Please find the attached letter I have sub-
mitted to the Speaker of the United States 
House of Representatives. 

Sincerely, 
TREY RADEL, 

Member of Congress. 
Enclosure. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, January 27, 2014. 

Hon. KEN DETZNER, 
Secretary of State, Florida Department of State, 

Tallahassee, FL. 
DEAR SECRETARY OF STATE DETZNER: I 

hereby submit my resignation as the United 

States Representative of the 19th District of 
Florida. My resignation is effective at 6:30 
p.m., Eastern Standard Time, January 27, 
2014. 

Please find the attached letter I have sub-
mitted to Governor Rick Scott. 

Sincerely, 
TREY RADEL, 

Member of Congress. 
Enclosure. 

f 

SAVANNAH RIVER SITE FOR 
CLEAN NUCLEAR ENERGY 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, earlier this month I unveiled 
my legislative priorities for 2014. I 
promised the people of Aiken and Barn-
well Counties that I would continue to 
advocate on behalf of the missions at 
the Savannah River Site, a Department 
of Energy facility that has experienced 
several setbacks as a result of the ad-
ministration’s confused policies on 
clean nuclear energy. 

On Friday, I hosted a roundtable con-
ducted by talented staff members Ted 
Felder, Sarah Beaulieu, and Baker 
Elmore with Site contractors, commu-
nity leaders, and locally elected offi-
cials to discuss a path forward. Having 
all parties in a central setting gave me 
the opportunity to hear their concerns, 
thoughts, and proposals for jobs. While 
many different priorities were dis-
cussed, everyone shares the same ob-
jective: ensure current and future mis-
sions remain intact with a dedicated 
workforce for environmental cleanup, 
nonproliferation compliance, and na-
tional security. 

As the only Member of Congress who 
has worked at SRS, I am confident 
that as we all work together for these 
missions, our goal will be accom-
plished. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th in the global war on terrorism. 

f 

UNEMPLOYMENT 

(Mr. BOEHNER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, today 
in our country, far too many Ameri-
cans have been unemployed for too 
long. Out of every 10 people looking for 
work, nearly four have been looking for 
more than 6 months. What for many 
families began as a crisis has turned 
into a reality, a new normal. 

That’s why the House has passed doz-
ens of jobs bills that would create a 
better environment for hiring and more 
economic growth. One proposal await-
ing action in the Senate is H.R. 803, the 
SKILLS Act. 

Right now, if you want to acquire 
new skills to qualify for a good job, you 
are up against a job-training system 
that is a maze of overlapping programs 
and waste. The SKILLS Act stream-
lines and strengthens the system to 
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make it more effective for those who 
need help. It reduces roadblocks for 
both job-seekers and employers trying 
to find the right candidates. 

While our economy has been chang-
ing, the way we help prepare our work-
ers has not. With so many Americans 
still asking the question ‘‘where are 
the jobs?’’ it is clearly past time that 
we do this. 

Unfortunately, not only have Senate 
Democrats failed to act on this meas-
ure, their focus continues to be on im-
proving unemployment. Our focus 
should be on improving employment, 
making it easier to create jobs and to 
boost wages. 

To help the nation’s long-term unem-
ployed, the Senate should passed the 
SKILLS Act as soon as possible. 

f 

IRAN 

(Mr. HOLDING asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, it is 
hard to find anyone outside the Obama 
administration singing high praises for 
the nuclear deal with Iran. 

In fact, the regime in Tehran has on 
more than one occasion taken to the 
media to declare how the Obama ad-
ministration is overselling the terms of 
the agreement, how there will be no 
dismantling of centrifuges, how the 
United States ‘‘surrendered to the Ira-
nian nation’s will.’’ 

So while this administration, Mr. 
Speaker, gives back access to billions 
of dollars in frozen assets and relaxes 
sanctions on the world’s leading state 
sponsor of terrorism, Iran, their cen-
trifuges will continue to spin. 

History has taught us that we are not 
dealing with an honest broker in 
Tehran. The election of President 
Rouhani does nothing to change the 
fact that the Supreme Leader is still in 
charge. Nothing in this agreement 
denuclearizes a hostile and an oppres-
sive regime. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of New York). Pursuant to clause 
12(a) of rule I, the Chair declares the 
House in recess until approximately 
5:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 8 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1730 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. MEADOWS) at 5 o’clock 
and 30 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 

will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 

f 

GOOD SAMARITAN SEARCH AND 
RECOVERY ACT 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 2166) to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior and Secretary of Agri-
culture to expedite access to certain 
Federal lands under the administrative 
jurisdiction of each Secretary for good 
Samaritan search-and-recovery mis-
sions, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2166 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Good Sa-
maritan Search and Recovery Act’’. 
SEC. 2. EXPEDITED ACCESS TO CERTAIN FED-

ERAL LANDS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de-

velop and implement a process to expedite 
access to Federal lands under the adminis-
trative jurisdiction of the Secretary for eli-
gible organizations and eligible individuals 
to request access to Federal lands to conduct 
good Samaritan search-and-recovery mis-
sions. The process developed and imple-
mented pursuant to this subsection shall in-
clude provisions that clarify that— 

(1) an eligible organization or eligible indi-
vidual granted access under this section 
shall be acting for private purposes and shall 
not be considered a Federal volunteer; 

(2) an eligible organization or eligible indi-
vidual conducting a good Samaritan search- 
and-recovery mission under this section 
shall not be considered a volunteer under 
section 3 of the Volunteers in the Parks Act 
of 1969 (16 U.S.C. 18i); 

(3) the Federal Torts Claim Act shall not 
apply to an eligible organization or eligible 
individual carrying out a privately requested 
good Samaritan search-and-recovery mission 
under this section; and 

(4) the Federal Employee Compensation 
Act shall not apply to an eligible organiza-
tion or eligible individual conducting good 
Samaritan search-and-recovery mission 
under this section and such activities shall 
not constitute civilian employment. 

(b) RELEASE OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 
FROM LIABILITY.—The Secretary shall not re-
quire an eligible organization or an eligible 
individual to have liability insurance as a 
condition of accessing Federal lands under 
this section if the eligible organization or el-
igible individual— 

(1) acknowledges and consents, in writing, 
to the provisions listed in paragraphs (1) 
through (4) of subsection (a); and 

(2) signs a waiver releasing the Federal 
Government from all liability related to the 
access granted under this section. 

(c) APPROVAL AND DENIAL OF REQUESTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall notify 

an eligible organization and eligible indi-
vidual of the approval or denial of a request 
by that eligible organization and eligible in-
dividual to carry out a good Samaritan 
search-and-recovery mission under this sec-
tion not more than 48 hours after the request 
is made. 

(2) DENIALS.—If the Secretary denies a re-
quest from an eligible organization or eligi-
ble individual to carry out a good Samaritan 
search-and-recovery mission under this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall notify the eligible 
organization or eligible individual of— 

(A) the reason for the denial request; and 
(B) any actions that eligible organization 

or eligible individual can take to meet the 
requirements for the request to be approved. 

(d) PARTNERSHIPS.—The Secretary shall de-
velop search-and-recovery focused partner-
ships with search-and-recovery organizations 
to— 

(1) coordinate good Samaritan search-and- 
recovery missions on Federal lands under the 
administrative jurisdiction of the Secretary; 
and 

(2) expedite and accelerate good Samaritan 
search-and-recovery mission efforts for miss-
ing individuals on Federal lands under the 
administrative jurisdiction of the Secretary. 

(e) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit a joint report to Con-
gress describing— 

(1) plans to develop partnerships described 
in subsection (d)(1); and 

(2) efforts being taken to expedite and ac-
celerate good Samaritan search-and-recov-
ery mission efforts for missing individuals on 
Federal lands under the administrative juris-
diction of the Secretary pursuant to sub-
section (d)(2). 

(f) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this 
section, the following definitions apply: 

(1) ELIGIBLE ORGANIZATION AND ELIGIBLE IN-
DIVIDUAL.—The terms ‘‘eligible organiza-
tion’’ and ‘‘eligible individual’’ means an or-
ganization or individual, respectively, that— 

(A) is acting in a not-for-profit capacity; 
and 

(B) is certificated in training that meets or 
exceeds standards established by the Amer-
ican Society for Testing and Materials. 

(2) GOOD SAMARITAN SEARCH-AND-RECOVERY 
MISSION.—The term ‘‘good Samaritan search- 
and-recovery mission’’ means a search for 
one or more missing individuals believed to 
be deceased at the time that the search is 
initiated. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior or the 
Secretary of Agriculture, as appropriate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Wyoming (Mrs. LUMMIS) and the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Wyoming. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous materials on the bill under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Wyoming? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself as much time as I may con-
sume. 

In the Natural Resources Committee, 
we heard testimony from Jodi Gold-
berg, who shared a story about the 
search for her brother Keith, who had 
been murdered and whose body was 
presumed to be in the vicinity of the 
Lake Mead National Recreation Area. 
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A nonprofit search-and-rescue team at-
tempted to search within the recre-
ation area but was delayed by the Na-
tional Park Service for over a year. By 
the time the search-and-recovery team 
was allowed access to search for Mr. 
Goldberg’s remains, they were found in 
a matter of hours. 

The bureaucratic delays and road-
blocks constructed by the National 
Park Service are at best unnecessary. 
Much worse than that, they have 
caused undue suffering to families who 
simply want to look for their loved 
ones. 

This bipartisan bill makes perfect 
sense. The Good Samaritan Search and 
Recovery Act, sponsored by Congress-
man JOE HECK, would require the Fed-
eral land management agencies to 
quickly issue permits to qualify 
search-and-recovery groups. This would 
also eliminate the requirement to ob-
tain costly insurance provided they 
waive liability against the Federal 
Government. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
commonsense legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

In January 2012, when Keith Goldberg 
went missing, finding him was all his 
family wanted. Investigators presumed 
that he had been murdered and his re-
mains were somewhere in the Lake 
Mead National Recreation Area, a unit 
administered by the National Park 
Service. After several months passed, 
local law enforcement was unable to 
recover Mr. Goldberg’s remains, and 
they gave up the search. 

His family, wanting what any family 
would want, reached out to a private, 
nonprofit search-and-rescue outfit for 
assistance. Unfortunately, it took 15 
months for the professional search-and- 
rescue company to acquire the permits 
and insurance required to conduct a 
search. However, within 2 hours of re-
ceiving the necessary credentials, Mr. 
Goldberg’s body was recovered. 

H.R. 2166 will help speed up the proc-
ess for granting private Good Samari-
tan search-and-rescue companies ac-
cess to Federal lands. The bill strikes a 
fair balance between guaranteeing 
safety and sufficient liability insur-
ance for the American taxpayer and 
improving the process. Under H.R. 2166, 
private search-and-rescue operations, 
when appropriate, can have, and should 
have, timely access to public lands 
under H.R. 2166. 

I support the legislation and urge its 
adoption. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 

minutes to the gentleman from Ne-
vada, Dr. HECK, the sponsor of the bill. 

Mr. HECK of Nevada. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank the chairman and the 
ranking member of the House Natural 
Resources Committee, as well as the 
chairman of the subcommittee, the 
gentleman from Arizona, and the gen-
tleman from Utah for working with me 

in a bipartisan manner to bring H.R. 
2166, the Good Samaritan Search and 
Recovery Act, to the floor. 

H.R. 2166 tears down the bureaucratic 
roadblocks that are preventing fami-
lies from receiving closure when their 
loved ones go missing on Federal land. 

This issue was first brought to my at-
tention by the separate, but similarly 
tragic, cases of Las Vegas taxi driver 
Keith Goldberg and Air Force Staff 
Sergeant Antonio Tucker. 

Mr. Goldberg and Staff Sergeant 
Tucker were presumed dead, and their 
remains were believed to be missing 
somewhere within the Lake Mead Na-
tional Recreation Area. In both cases, 
local, experienced search-and-recovery 
groups volunteered their time and re-
sources to help locate the remains of 
these missing individuals. 

Unfortunately, due to unnecessary 
bureaucratic hurdles from the Federal 
Government, the group volunteering to 
help locate and recover Mr. Goldberg’s 
remains was denied access to Park 
Service land for over 15 months. The 
group volunteering to help locate the 
remains of Staff Sergeant Tucker was 
denied access for 10 months, needlessly 
delaying the closure both families de-
served. 

These stories are heart-wrenching, 
these actions are unacceptable, and 
they must change. Once these bureau-
cratic hurdles were finally cleared and 
these Good Samaritan search-and-re-
covery groups were allowed access to 
Park Service land, Mr. Goldberg’s re-
mains were recovered in less than 2 
hours, and the remains of Staff Ser-
geant Tucker were recovered in less 
than 2 days. 

As a former member of the Las Vegas 
Metropolitan Police Department’s 
Search and Rescue Team, I introduced 
this bill because unnecessary red tape 
simply must not continue to get in the 
way of providing closure for families 
faced with tragic circumstances. 

After a hearing, this bill passed out 
of the House Natural Resources Com-
mittee with a unanimous vote, showing 
real bipartisan support for the meas-
ure, so I ask my colleagues to pass this 
bill so that other families won’t have 
to needlessly suffer the way the fami-
lies of Keith Goldberg and Antonio 
Tucker did. 

Again, I want to thank the chairmen 
and the ranking members of the full 
committee and of the subcommittee 
for working diligently to bring this bill 
to the floor. I urge its passage. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, let me 
acknowledge and thank the gentleman 
from Nevada for his sponsorship of the 
legislation. It is very needed and very 
important. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. I thank the gen-
tleman from Arizona. 

Mr. Speaker, I now yield 4 minutes to 
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. BISHOP), 
the chairman of the subcommittee. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I appreciate all 
of those who have been involved in this 

piece of legislation, which is very im-
portant. 

Mr. Speaker, 100 years ago, the Na-
tional Park Service was established to 
try and help people enjoy these natural 
wonders for, indeed, if people are not 
visiting our national parks, they do 
not fulfill the measure of their cre-
ation. It fills no purpose. Unfortu-
nately, in the last 100 years, it seems 
like there has been an attitude shift 
amongst many of those who are in-
volved in our national parks and other 
wonders that we have, especially in the 
West, in which people who originally 
were supposed to be the reason for hav-
ing these parks have now been placed 
last. 

The horrific example of what hap-
pened at Lake Mead in Nevada is a hor-
rible thing to take place. Were it the 
only example we have of these types of 
negative things taking place, this leg-
islation would still be well-deserved 
and well overdue. Unfortunately, it is 
not. It is just an example of significant 
issues that keep coming back in which 
our administration seems to be putting 
people last and doing things which are 
not positive and not helpful. 

Let me give you a couple of exam-
ples. 

In Washington State, we have an-
other national park in which there is 
an open area, almost like a community 
park within the National Park System, 
and yet the land manager in Wash-
ington decided to cancel a traditional 
annual church picnic because it would 
make too much noise for the rest of the 
national park. They also canceled a 
youth soccer tournament because it 
would make too much noise and dis-
turb the rest of the national park. 

During our shutdown, whether, in-
deed, they were told to try to make life 
miserable or not, they seemed to be 
able to do that on their own. The effort 
for the Park Service was to shut down 
the parking lot at Mount Vernon until 
someone had to remind them that 
Mount Vernon is not Federal property, 
that it is private property. At the same 
time, they were able to shut down a 
road in the Smokies to stop a school-
bus from making its rounds to pick up 
kids and take them to school and back 
again. 

At Yellowstone, an armed guard 
came upon a busload of seniors to try 
and escort them off of the Federal 
property, not allowing them to make 
any kind of stops, even for restroom 
breaks. At Lake Mead, at the same 
time, residents who were living on 
their private houseboats were escorted 
off the lake and were told they could 
not come back. We have in this par-
ticular area the Claude Moore farm and 
the restaurant over on the Blue Ridge 
Parkway. Even though they were pri-
vate establishments, the Park Service 
was doing everything it could to stop 
people from attending those areas and 
allowing them to make a success of the 
particular business. 

This doesn’t happen to be just in the 
shutdown period. This was happening 
well before that time. 
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In Alaska, on the Yukon-Charley 

Rivers, a private boater was stopped by 
the Park Service personnel. They took 
him over to the shore. He was held at 
gunpoint and was told that he could 
not continue on up the river because 
they said he couldn’t continue on up 
the river. The unfortunate reality is 
that they didn’t have the right to tell 
him he couldn’t go on up the river. 
They were simply wrong and eventu-
ally were replaced in that particular 
area. 

Other agencies of the Federal Gov-
ernment seem to be doing the same 
thing. We have a Wyoming rancher who 
did not want to give an easement to 
the BLM. Instead, he was threatened; 
they trespassed his property; they fol-
lowed him and his guests; they photo-
graphed what he was doing, including 
his female guests, who were trying to 
relieve themselves at the time; they 
were harassed and punished, and were 
told they would not have any of his 
permits renewed if he did not accede to 
the Federal request. 

At Cape Hatteras, the Park Service 
went into a sue-settlement agreement, 
which shut down areas that had never 
been before even though the local peo-
ple were opposed to that particular ef-
fort and even though it had a dev-
astating impact on the economy. 

The Forest Service, unfortunately, 
has done the same thing with ski re-
sorts and, in California, on another ski 
resort where they closed summer ac-
tivities unless they renegotiated the 
water rights of those resorts. Then 
there are the grazing permits in the 
West. They refused to, once again, 
renew the grazing permits unless they 
were willing to renegotiate their water 
rights. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. I yield the gentleman 
an additional 2 minutes. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. All of these are 
examples which, unfortunately, con-
tinue to go on. 

What the good Representative from 
Nevada has presented us is a terrific 
case in which the Park Service actu-
ally disrespected individuals and did 
not allow them to do what is 
humanitarianly appropriate. Yet, when 
they were allowed to go in there and 
they found these bodies, they could 
have overcome all of this if they had 
just cared about people first, but they 
did not. 

With the Keystone pipeline, the Park 
Service, once again, made a comment 
that the Keystone pipeline would have 
a devastating impact on parklands that 
were adjacent to the Keystone pipeline. 
Unfortunately, the nearest Federal 
land—the nearest national parkland— 
to the Keystone pipeline is 30 miles 
away. That is some kind of buffer zone 
we have. 

If, indeed, we decided that this agen-
cy—the Department of this administra-
tion—were to put people first, we 
would have a much better relationship. 
Unfortunately, time after time, we see 

where actually people are being put 
last and bureaucratic responsibility is 
taking the place of that. That is simply 
wrong. This bill is an example of what 
is happening, and it is one that should 
be passed. I appreciate that both the 
majority and the minority realize the 
significance of passing this piece of leg-
islation. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, having 
completed our presentation and all of 
our speakers, I urge the adoption of the 
bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Wyoming (Mrs. 
LUMMIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2166, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

RANCH A CONSOLIDATION AND 
MANAGEMENT IMPROVEMENT ACT 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1684) to convey certain property 
to the State of Wyoming to consolidate 
the historic Ranch A, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1684 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Ranch A 
Consolidation and Management Improve-
ment Act’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 

means the Secretary of Agriculture, acting 
through the Chief of the Forest Service. 

(2) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means the 
State of Wyoming. 
SEC. 3. CONVEYANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Upon the request of the 
State submitted to the Secretary not later 
than 180 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary shall convey to the 
State, without consideration and by quit-
claim deed, all right, title and interest of the 
United States in and to the parcel of Na-
tional Forest System land described in sub-
section (b). 

(b) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The parcel of 
land referred to in subsection (a) is approxi-
mately 10 acres of National Forest System 
land located on the Black Hills National For-
est, in Crook County, State of Wyoming 
more specifically described as the E1⁄2 NE1⁄4 
NW1⁄4 SE1⁄4 less the south 50 feet, W1⁄2 NW1⁄4 
NE1⁄4 SE1⁄4 less the south 50 feet, Section 24, 
Township 52 North, Range 61 West Sixth 
P.M. 

(c) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The convey-
ance under subsection (a) shall be— 

(1) subject to valid existing rights; and 

(2) made notwithstanding the requirements 
of subsection (a) of section 1 of Public Law 
104–276. 

(d) SURVEY.—If determined by the Sec-
retary to be necessary, the exact acreage and 
legal description of the land to be conveyed 
under subsection (a) shall be determined by a 
survey that is approved by the Secretary and 
paid for by the State. 
SEC. 4. AMENDMENTS. 

Section 1 of the Act of October 9, 1996 (Pub-
lic Law 104–276) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (b); and 
(2) by designating subsection (c) as sub-

section (b). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Wyoming (Mrs. LUMMIS) and the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Wyoming. 

b 1745 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the bill under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Wyoming? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, my bill, the Ranch A 

Consolidation and Management Im-
provement Act, would convey approxi-
mately 10 acres of National Forest 
Service land to the State of Wyoming 
to allow for consolidation and improve-
ment of the Ranch A site. 

Ranch A is a historic property that 
was first developed in the 1930s and 
later came under Federal ownership 
and was used as a fish hatchery. The 
property had fallen into significant ne-
glect under Federal ownership. The 
Ranch A Restoration Foundation was 
created to restore and operate Ranch A 
as a center for learning and interpreta-
tion of Western heritage. 

However, when Ranch A was con-
veyed to the State of Wyoming in 1997, 
an oversight kept 10 acres under Fed-
eral ownership. The Babcock House, 
seen in this picture, is owned by the 
State of Wyoming. This is in Crook 
County, very near the South Dakota 
border. So we are talking about the 
Black Hills. It is a very pretty area, 
but the land under the Babcock House 
was not properly conveyed. The Forest 
Service testified that ownership of this 
isolated parcel has presented ‘‘manage-
ment challenges’’ and unknown costs 
associated with administering the 
property. It is an isolated tract of 10 
acres upon which this house, owned by 
the State of Wyoming, is built. H.R. 
1684 would address this issue by cor-
recting the conveyance and would also 
allow for the Restoration Foundation 
to make further improvement for the 
use and enjoyment of Ranch A. 

This bill would provide more flexi-
bility for the use of the property, 
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which would allow for additional rev-
enue sources to pay for maintenance 
and improvements. Right now, these 
properties are leased to educational or-
ganizations for educational uses, in-
cluding sometimes South Dakota State 
and the South Dakota School of Mines. 
The foundation itself has invested 
those moneys and raises money at 
fund-raisers, thereby putting together 
approximately $1 million for facility 
restoration and renovation. 

This next photo shows the deck be-
fore it was repaired and acquired by 
the State of Wyoming and then man-
aged by the Ranch A Restoration Foun-
dation. You see the damage that oc-
curred under Federal ownership. This 
is its most recent state, which indi-
cates the significant repairs. 

Here, again, are before and after. It 
shows the state of repair having been 
completed by the Ranch A Foundation, 
using restoration funds that are ob-
tained through the leasing operations. 

We are also going to look at some of 
the other buildings. There are numer-
ous buildings on this property that are 
used primarily by South Dakota 
School of Mines and South Dakota 
State University for educational pur-
poses. 

This is a very expensive repair to 
make, Mr. Speaker. When these lower 
logs rot over time because of snow and 
cold and dry air, followed by rain, and 
are not properly maintained, those 
lower logs rot, thereby causing the 
building to settle and creating terrible 
structural problems. To repair it, you 
have to lift the upper logs that are not 
damaged and jack the whole building 
up, pull the old logs out of the bottom, 
and reinsert new logs—properly treat-
ed—in order to maintain the historic 
finish back to its state when it was 
built in the 1930s. 

It is hugely expensive and very time 
consuming. The Ranch A Foundation 
has undertaken that under State own-
ership. This was the status of the re-
pairs when the Forest Service had it 
and it was used as a fish hatchery. It is 
because it is an isolated property the 
Federal Government doesn’t have the 
money to manage. It wasn’t being used 
anymore as a fish hatchery. 

The State of Wyoming, since acquir-
ing the property from the Federal Gov-
ernment, really has improved its his-
toric condition and its long-term via-
bility. The degraded wood has been all 
redone. It prevents interior damage 
from leakage. 

Every project for maintaining and 
renovating the lodge has to be ap-
proved under historic designation 
standards. As we have pointed out, this 
was built in the 1930s by the 
Annenbergs. It is beautiful. Going 
through the historic design standards 
is a rigorous process and greatly in-
creases the cost, but it also ensures the 
historic integrity of the restoration. 

In order for the foundation to con-
tinue to preserve their educational fa-
cilities, they need long-term revenue 
generation. The foundation’s academic 

board members and the State of Wyo-
ming’s oversight office of this property 
have supported the removal-of-use re-
strictions. With no annual appropria-
tions in the State budget for Ranch A, 
their education mission is actually 
harmed by limiting user fees. 

Ranch A is a cultural and education 
asset. My legislation will keep the 
ranch financially sustainable and im-
prove its ability to serve educational 
users. I urge my colleagues to support 
this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

H.R. 1684 would require the Forest 
Service to convey to the State of Wyo-
ming 10 acres of land associated with 
Ranch A in the Black Hills National 
Forest. 

In 1996, Congress conveyed nearly all 
of Ranch A to the State of Wyoming 
for educational purposes. We remain 
concerned that enactment of this legis-
lation will remove the requirement 
that this particular property continue 
being used for educational purposes, 
potentially denying the public access 
to a valuable historic resource. It is 
our hope that, as the bill moves for-
ward, this concern can be addressed. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I have 

no further speakers on this bill, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Wyoming (Mrs. 
LUMMIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1684. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

LOS PADRES NATIONAL FOREST 
LAND CONVEYANCE 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 3008) to provide for the convey-
ance of a small parcel of National For-
est System land in Los Padres National 
Forest in California, and for other pur-
poses, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3008 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) FEDERAL LAND.—The term ‘‘Federal land’’ 

means the approximately 5 acres of National 
Forest System land in Santa Barbara County, 
California, as generally depicted on the map. 

(2) FOUNDATION.—The term ‘‘Foundation’’ 
means the White Lotus Foundation, a nonprofit 
foundation located in Santa Barbara, Cali-
fornia. 

(3) MAP.—The term ‘‘map’’ means the map en-
titled ‘‘San Marcos Pass Encroachment for Con-
sideration of Legislative Remedy’’ and dated 
June 1, 2009. 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 
SEC. 2. LAND CONVEYANCE. 

(a) LAND EXCHANGE.—Subject to the provi-
sions of this section, if the Foundation offers to 
convey to the Secretary all right, title, and in-
terest of the Foundation in and to a parcel of 
non-Federal land that is acceptable to the Sec-
retary— 

(1) the Secretary shall accept the offer; and 
(2) on receipt of acceptable title to the non- 

Federal land, the Secretary shall convey to the 
Foundation all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to the Federal land. 

(b) APPLICABLE LAW.—The land exchange au-
thorized under subsection (a) shall be subject to 
section 206 of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1716). 

(c) TIME FOR COMPLETION OF LAND EX-
CHANGE.—It is the intent of Congress that the 
land exchange under subsection (a) shall be 
completed not later than 2 years after the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

(d) ALTERNATIVE SALE OF FEDERAL LAND.—If 
the land exchange under subsection (a) is not 
completed by the date that is 2 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall offer to sell to the Foundation the Federal 
land for fair market value. 

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The 
land exchange under subsection (a) and any 
sale under subsection (d) shall be subject to— 

(1) valid existing rights; 
(2) the Secretary finding that the public inter-

est would be well served by making the ex-
change or sale; 

(3) any terms and conditions that the Sec-
retary may require; and 

(4) the Foundation paying the reasonable 
costs of any surveys, appraisals, and any other 
administrative costs associated with the land ex-
change or sale. 

(f) APPRAISALS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The land conveyed under 

subsection (a) or (d) shall be appraised by an 
independent appraiser selected by the Secretary. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—An appraisal under para-
graph (1) shall be conducted in accordance with 
nationally recognized appraisal standards, in-
cluding— 

(A) the Uniform Appraisal Standards for Fed-
eral Land Acquisitions; and 

(B) the Uniform Standards of Professional Ap-
praisal Practice. 

(g) MANAGEMENT AND STATUS OF ACQUIRED 
LAND.—Any non-Federal land acquired by the 
Secretary under this Act shall be managed by 
the Secretary in accordance with— 

(1) the Act of March 1, 1911 (commonly known 
as the ‘‘Weeks Law’’) (16 U.S.C. 480 et seq.); and 

(2) any laws (including regulations) applica-
ble to the National Forest System. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Wyoming (Mrs. LUMMIS) and the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GRIJALVA) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Wyoming. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the bill under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Wyoming? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
H.R. 3008 would authorize the Forest 

Service to exchange 5 acres of the Los 
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Padres National Forest with the White 
Lotus Foundation to allow public ac-
cess to their property. The surrounding 
topography makes the land in question 
the only practical access point. With 
no other options for access, the founda-
tion will be forced to cease operations. 
I would encourage my colleagues to 
support this bill, which passed the 
House of Representatives last Congress 
by voice vote. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

The Los Padres conveyance bill is a 
technical fix needed to convey 5 acres 
of land to the White Lotus Foundation 
and remedy a longstanding land dis-
pute between the foundation and the 
U.S. Forest Service. 

The Federal land in question was en-
croached on by a previous owner with-
out the foundation’s knowledge. Upon 
discovery of the problem, the founda-
tion made an attempt to work with the 
Forest Service to remedy the situation. 
Unfortunately, the fix requires author-
ization to sell the land at fair market 
value. The bill simply grants authority 
to the Secretary to do so. 

Congresswoman CAPPS is to be com-
mended for her leadership on this legis-
lation and her commitment to resolve 
this issue on behalf of her constituents. 
We support H.R. 3008 and urge its adop-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she 
may consume to the gentlewoman from 
California (Mrs. CAPPS), the sponsor of 
the legislation. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Thank you to my col-
league for yielding and to Chairman 
HASTINGS and Ranking Member DEFA-
ZIO for the work that has gone on in 
bringing this bill to the floor today. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of my 
legislation, H.R. 3008. My legislation 
will authorize the Forest Service to 
convey a small parcel of land on the pe-
rimeter of the Los Padres National 
Forest in my district to a local non-
profit organization, the White Lotus 
Foundation. 

Over 30 years ago, the White Lotus 
Foundation purchased property on the 
border of the Los Padres National For-
est in the hills above Santa Barbara, 
California. Soon after acquiring the 
property, the foundation received no-
tice of a small encroachment onto a 
piece of Forest Service land that is de-
tached from the rest of the forest. This 
encroachment is located on the only 
road that allows White Lotus and the 
public access to and from the founda-
tion’s property. 

Due to the steep topography of the 
area, there are no other reasonable al-
ternatives that would retain public ac-
cess to the facility. One piece of the en-
croachment lies on flat ground that 
holds equipment for fire and flood 
emergencies and provides access to a 
water pump and other necessary equip-
ment. There are no other viable areas 
to move this equipment. So without 
this small piece of land, the facility 
would be forced to close its doors. 

White Lotus and the Forest Service 
have spent several years searching for 
an administrative solution, but have 
determined that legislation is the only 
viable way to permanently resolve this 
matter. My legislation simply author-
izes the Forest Service to enter into a 
land exchange with the White Lotus 
Foundation for land worth no less than 
the appraised market value. 

If this land exchange does not occur 
within 2 years, the Forest Service will 
sell the small parcel of land to the 
foundation at fair market value. Prior 
to the exchange or sale of this land, 
however, the Forest Service must first 
certify that it is in the public interest, 
and it can also impose additional con-
ditions it deems appropriate. 

Also, it is important to note that if 
the land sale does go forward, it will 
not cost taxpayers a single dime. The 
legislation requires White Lotus to pay 
for the land, the survey, and all admin-
istrative and related costs. There are 
no exemptions from NEPA or any other 
environmental laws, and the land in 
question is not protected wilderness or 
any other specifically designated area. 

This is a straightforward bill to pro-
vide a reasonable solution for the 
White Lotus Foundation and the For-
est Service. In fact, nearly identical 
legislation, sponsored by our former 
Republican colleague, Elton Gallegly, 
passed this House unanimously last 
Congress. The area is now in my con-
gressional district, and I am pleased to 
sponsor the bill this Congress. 

Again, I thank the chairman and the 
ranking member for bringing the bill 
to the floor, and I do urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no further speakers, if the gentleman is 
prepared to close. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. GRIJALVA. In closing, I thank 

the gentlelady from Wyoming as well, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, I urge 
passage of H.R. 3008, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Wyoming (Mrs. 
LUMMIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3008, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 6 p.m.), the House 
stood in recess. 

f 

b 1830 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. MEADOWS) at 6 o’clock 
and 30 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
clause 5(d) of rule XX, the Chair an-
nounces to the House that, in light of 
the resignation of the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. RADEL), the whole number 
of the House is 432. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H.R. 2166, by the yeas and nays; 
H.R. 3008, by the yeas and nays. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. The second 
electronic vote will be conducted as a 
5-minute vote. 

f 

GOOD SAMARITAN SEARCH AND 
RECOVERY ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 2166) to direct the Secretary 
of the Interior and Secretary of Agri-
culture to expedite access to certain 
Federal lands under the administrative 
jurisdiction of each Secretary for good 
Samaritan search-and-recovery mis-
sions, and for other purposes, as 
amended, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Wyoming (Mrs. 
LUMMIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 394, nays 0, 
not voting 37, as follows: 

[Roll No. 24] 

YEAS—394 

Aderholt 
Amash 
Andrews 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bera (CA) 

Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonamici 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 

Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cartwright 
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Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Cotton 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Daines 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Engel 
Enyart 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 

Hahn 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Holt 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
Levin 
Lewis 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 

Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moore 
Moran 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 

Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 

Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 

Waxman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—37 

Amodei 
Blumenauer 
Broun (GA) 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
DeLauro 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fortenberry 
Honda 
Huffman 
Issa 

Jones 
Kingston 
LaMalfa 
Lee (CA) 
Lipinski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
McCarthy (NY) 
McNerney 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, George 
Pascrell 
Payne 

Rohrabacher 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schwartz 
Smith (WA) 
Stockman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Thompson (CA) 
Tipton 
Westmoreland 

b 1855 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

LOS PADRES NATIONAL FOREST 
LAND CONVEYANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 3008) to provide for the con-
veyance of a small parcel of National 
Forest System land in Los Padres Na-
tional Forest in California, and for 
other purposes, as amended, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Wyoming (Mrs. 
LUMMIS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 367, nays 27, 
not voting 37, as follows: 

[Roll No. 25] 

YEAS—367 

Aderholt 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bera (CA) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Bonamici 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 

Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 

Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 

Costa 
Cotton 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Daines 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Engel 
Enyart 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Forbes 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Granger 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 

Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
Levin 
Lewis 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moore 
Moran 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 

Pitts 
Pocan 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
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Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 

Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 

Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NAYS—27 

Amash 
Barton 
Coble 
Flores 
Franks (AZ) 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graves (GA) 
Holding 

Hudson 
Huizenga (MI) 
Jordan 
Massie 
McHenry 
Meadows 
Mulvaney 
Neugebauer 
Palazzo 

Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Poe (TX) 
Price (GA) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Weber (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 

NOT VOTING—37 

Amodei 
Andrews 
Blumenauer 
Broun (GA) 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Cassidy 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fortenberry 
Honda 
Huffman 
Issa 

Jones 
Kingston 
LaMalfa 
Lee (CA) 
Lipinski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
McCarthy (NY) 
McNerney 
Miller (FL) 
Miller, George 
Pascrell 
Rohrabacher 

Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Schwartz 
Shuster 
Smith (WA) 
Stockman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Thompson (CA) 
Tipton 
Westmoreland 

b 1904 

Messrs. POE of Texas and MEADOWS 
changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
‘‘nay.’’ 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, due to 

being unavoidably detained, I missed the fol-
lowing Rollcall Votes: No. 24 and No. 25 on 
January 27, 2014 (today). 

If present, I would have voted: 
Rollcall Vote No. 24—H.R. 2166, Good Sa-

maritan Search and Recovery Act, as amend-
ed, ‘‘aye.’’ 

Rollcall Vote No. 25—H.R. 3008, To provide 
for the conveyance of a small parcel of Na-
tional Forest System land in Los Padres Na-
tional Forest in California, ‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

GENE PRESCOTT’S 2014 HOTELIER 
HALL OF FAME AWARD 

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to honor and commend Gene 
Prescott, a dear friend and a pillar 
within our south Florida community. 
Gene received the 2014 Hotelier Hall of 
Fame Award from the Florida Res-
taurant and Lodging Association for 
his success in managing a network of 
hotels that provide exquisite accom-
modations and excellent service. 

Mr. Prescott’s dedication to excel-
lence is best reflected in his leadership 
role of a 10-year, $40 million renovation 
of the Biltmore Hotel, an iconic and 
historic Coral Gables landmark located 
in the heart of my congressional dis-
trict, as all good things are. 

Thank you, Gene, for helping to 
make south Florida an even more wel-
coming destination for tourists who 
keep our economy strong, and con-
gratulations on this well-deserved 
honor. You make us proud, amigo. 

Congratulations to Gene Prescott. 
f 

RETIREMENT OF COMMAND 
MASTER CHIEF EVELYN BANKS 

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, one of my 
constituents, Memphian Command 
Master Chief Evelyn ‘‘Vonn’’ Banks, 
will retire on Saturday from the Navy 
with the honor of being the senior- 
most enlisted female in the United 
States Navy. 

Her tours have ranged from the Navy 
recruiting district office in Memphis to 
a 10-month deployment on the USS 
Abraham Lincoln in support of Oper-
ation Iraqi Freedom. She most recently 
served as command master chief at the 
U.S. Naval Academy in Annapolis and 
has inspired countless young 
midshipwomen throughout her career 
by demonstrating that women can suc-
ceed and be influential in the Navy. 

Command Master Chief Banks was at 
the Navy Yard in Washington on Sep-
tember 15, the day of the tragic shoot-
ing. She knew many, if not all, of the 
victims personally and attended the fu-
neral of each of the 11 victims and the 
shooter. 

Command Master Chief Banks has 
worn black for 120 consecutive days to 
mourn the lives of each: 10 days for 
each, and 10 for the shooter as well. 

I appreciate the service of Command 
Master Chief Banks, wish her the best 
in her well-deserved retirement from 
the Navy, thank her for her service to 
our country, and welcome her back to 
Memphis, Tennessee. 

She is an outstanding constituent who has 
served our country in the United States Navy 
for the last thirty years. 

Command Master Chief Evelyn ‘‘Vonn’’ 
Banks will retire on February 1 with the honor 
of being the senior-most enlisted female in the 
United States Navy. After completing her re-
cruit training in Orlando, Florida, her tours 
ranged from the Navy Recruiting District in 
Memphis to the USS Germantown in Japan to 
embarking on the USS Abraham Lincoln for a 
10-month deployment in support of Operation 
Iraqi Freedom. She most recently served as 
Command Master Chief at the U.S. Naval 
Academy in Annapolis. 

A native of Memphis, Command Master 
Chief Banks sets a high standard for compas-
sion. She was at the Navy Yard in Wash-
ington, DC on September 15, the day of the 
tragic shooting there. She knew many of the 
victims personally and attended the funeral of 
each of the eleven victims and the shooter. 
Command Master Chief Banks vowed to wear 
black for ten days for each of those who died. 
The shooting was nearly four months ago. 
True to her word, when I sat next to her on 
an airplane last month, she was dressed head 
to toe in black in honor of the lives lost that 
day. 

Known to her grandchildren as ‘‘Grandma 
Navy,’’ Command Master Chief Banks kept 
her sights high. She was the first female Com-
mand Master Chief to serve at three different 
commands and was inducted into Career 

Communication’s Group Black Engineer of the 
Year/Women of Color Hall of Fame. As she 
advanced through the ranks, Command Mas-
ter Chief Banks recognized both the chal-
lenges and opportunities presented by serving 
in the Navy. Because of her demanding travel 
schedule, she enrolled in an online university 
and earned Associates, Bachelor’s and Mas-
ter’s degrees and is currently working towards 
a Ph.D. She has inspired countless young 
midshipwomen by demonstrating that women 
can succeed and be influential in the Navy. 

I appreciate the leadership of Command 
Master Chief Banks and urge others to look 
upon her career as an example. I wish her the 
best throughout her well-deserved retirement 
from the Navy and we thank her for her serv-
ice. 

f 

CONGRATULATIONS, WAYZATA 
HIGH SCHOOL NATIONAL 
SCIENCE BOWL TEAM 
(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate two Wayzata 
High School National Science Bowl 
teams for winning first and second 
place at the 2014 regional competition. 
These teams of dedicated students 
competed against dozens of neigh-
boring high schools for a chance to rep-
resent Minnesota at the Department of 
Energy’s National Science Bowl. 

More than 225,000 students, Mr. 
Speaker, participated in the National 
Science Bowl since it first was estab-
lished in 1991. The top 16 high school 
teams in the national finals will win 
$1,000 for their schools’ science depart-
ments. 

The winning team of Amanda, Jo-
seph, Jayant, William, Orien, and Na-
than will now head to Washington, 
D.C., in April to compete against other 
high school teams from across the 
country in the fields of biology, chem-
istry, physics, and math. 

I want to congratulate all of the 
teams in Minnesota and encourage ev-
eryone to keep up the great work 
studying science and math. 

f 

PASSING OF ADELFA CALLEJO, 
DALLAS, TEXAS 

(Mr. VEASEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to-
night to recognize Adelfa Callejo, a leg-
endary Latina civil rights leader in 
Texas who died Friday at the age of 90. 

A Dallas lawyer and civil rights lead-
er who was first exposed to activism as 
a girl interpreting for her father, 
Adelfa made a significant impact dur-
ing her life. 

Ms. Callejo became the first Latina 
to graduate from SMU School of Law 
and practiced in Dallas for more than 
40 years, mentoring many Latino and 
Latina lawyers along the way. 

Adelfa Callejo, La Madrina, or God-
mother, as many called her, is well 
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known for her civil rights work to 
eliminate racial barriers, stop immi-
grant abuse, and improve education in 
the State of Texas. 

During her dedication of an elemen-
tary school named after her in Dallas 
last year, Adelfa told the audience: 

Only through education will we make the 
world a better place than we found it. 

May her commitment to improving 
education and her legacy of working on 
behalf of a better Texas continue 
through her family and all of those 
lives she has touched throughout the 
decades. 

f 

CHILD SEX TRAFFICKING 

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the 
tragedy of human sex trafficking can-
not be fully realized until one sees the 
pain of hopelessness in the victims’ 
eyes. 

On a recent trip to Honduras, I vis-
ited two shelters for sex trafficking 
victims: La Alianza and El Refugio 
Shelters. Some of these victims were as 
young as 12 years of age. They had been 
raped, drugged, abused, and exploited. 
These shelters are helping them to re-
gain their lives, their dignity and, yes, 
their hope. 

But don’t be fooled into thinking 
that this vile crime of sex trafficking 
only happens somewhere else. It hap-
pens in the United States as well. The 
average age of girls trafficked in the 
United States is between 12 and 14 
years of age. 

Like Honduras, our country lacks 
shelters for these girls. There are about 
5,000 shelters for animals throughout 
the country, according to the ASPCA, 
but there are only 226 beds available 
for domestic minor sex trafficking vic-
tims, according to Shared Hope. 

This has got to change, Mr. Speaker. 
It is time for us to rescue the child vic-
tims of sex slavery and then put the 
traffickers and the child abusers in the 
jailhouse where they belong. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

b 1915 

CONGRATULATIONS TO DAVID 
ALAN MILLER AND THE ALBANY 
SYMPHONY ORCHESTRA 

(Mr. TONKO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise this 
evening to recognize and congratulate 
the Albany Symphony Orchestra and 
conductor David Alan Miller for win-
ning a coveted Grammy Award last 
night for Best Classical Instrumental 
Solo. 

It is the first accomplishment of its 
kind for this orchestra. The composi-
tion, ‘‘Conjurer,’’ was recorded at the 
Troy Savings Bank Music Hall, also in 

New York’s 20th Congressional Dis-
trict, and it gave our area yet another 
reason to be proud of the Capital Re-
gion arts and cultural scene. For 84 
years, the Albany Symphony Orchestra 
has been giving a voice to beautifully 
written pieces of music and enriching 
our lives in the Capital Region. 

I again congratulate David Alan Mil-
ler and the Albany Symphony Orches-
tra for their accomplishments and 
their victory last night at the 56th an-
nual Grammy Awards. 

f 

INCOME INEQUALITY 

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, in 
a few minutes, I will join my col-
leagues in the Congressional Black 
Caucus to discuss a very important 
topic that has long been one of our cru-
cial issues proliferating now across 
America and around the world—income 
inequality—but I wanted to rise as I 
understand the farm bill is now pre-
pared to go to the Rules Committee, 
and now will be on the floor of the 
House this week. 

In an Associated Press article on 
‘‘The New Face of Food Stamps—Work-
ing-Age Americans,’’ now, in 2013–2014, 
50 percent of those receiving food 
stamps are working Americans, such as 
the young lady pictured here, who is 25 
years old, with a 3-year-old son, who, 
yes, was in the United States Army. 

When are we going to realize that 
even though the economy is churning 
and that the jobs being created are 
low-wage jobs that the working and 
middle class need our help? It is not a 
handout. It is not a way to be able to 
close the deficit and the debt, which is 
closing by breaking the backs of hard-
working Americans. What a shame 
that a farm bill would come forward as 
it has never come forward before, and 
it takes away a lifeline for hard-
working Americans. 

f 

SIGN THE KEYSTONE PIPELINE 
PERMIT 

(Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I have seen reports that the 
President is going to come to this 
Chamber tomorrow and talk about 
avoiding dealing with Congress. He is 
going to pick up his pen and sign exec-
utive orders without coming to this in-
stitution and following our Constitu-
tion. 

Mr. President, if you are that willing 
to pick up your pen, then pick it up 
and sign the Keystone pipeline permit 
so that we can start creating jobs in 
this country and get 40,000 people off 
the unemployment rolls and into good- 
paying jobs that are careers. 

CLIMATE CHANGE 

(Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, as a member of the Safe Climate 
Caucus, I urge my Republican col-
leagues to lift their heads from the 
sand so that they can see the effects of 
climate change throughout our coun-
try. 

Scientists agree that climate change 
is causing the extreme weather that is 
devastating our citizens and our econ-
omy. The Republican response has been 
to deny the science. Year after year, 
Republicans in Congress not only 
refuse to do something about climate 
change, but they insist on policies that 
actually make things worse. Because 
Republicans are determined to ignore 
the threats posed by climate change, 
the President has no choice but to use 
executive authority to protect the 
American people. 

I look forward to hearing the Presi-
dent’s proposals tomorrow at the State 
of the Union address. Hopefully, Con-
gress can begin to show some leader-
ship on this issue before it is too late. 

f 

IMMIGRATION REFORM 

(Mr. SCHNEIDER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, at 
manufacturing plants in the district I 
represent, employers are having a hard 
time finding the skilled workers they 
need, and many other employers can’t 
find low-skilled workers to fill open-
ings. At colleges across the country, 
gifted students face the reality that, 
after graduation, they will have to 
leave this country to achieve their 
dreams elsewhere. 

These are but some of the faces of 
immigration reform. Their stories un-
derscore the urgent need to fix our bro-
ken system. At an immigration round-
table I hosted last year, a DREAMer, 
Estefania Garcia, told her story and 
didn’t leave a dry eye in the room. I in-
vited Estefania as my guest to the 
State of the Union tomorrow night in 
order to personify the need for com-
prehensive reform. Estefania’s story is 
moving, but it is in no way unique. 

With comprehensive immigration re-
forms, the world’s most gifted STEM 
minds will help us achieve 21st century 
success; our economy will be injected 
with the talent and skills it needs to 
thrive; 11 million people will pay taxes 
and become fully engaged in our de-
mocracy for the first time. 

I rise in strong support of com-
prehensive immigration reform. I urge 
my colleagues to do the same. 

f 

MONAHANS, TEXAS 

(Mr. GALLEGO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
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minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
talk about the 23rd District in 1 
minute—23 in 1 today. I want to talk 
about Monahans, Texas, the home of 
the Loboes. 

Monahans High School is known not 
only for their athletic programs, with 
several State championships in wom-
en’s volleyball, for example, but also 
on the academic side as the host of one 
of the preeminent—one of the biggest— 
speech and debate tournaments in west 
Texas. 

Monahans is in Ward County in the 
Permian Basin, located off of I–20. The 
economy is booming with high-paying 
jobs and with an active, full service 
Chamber of Commerce—one of the 
more active in the region. If you are 
looking for recreation, the Monahans 
Sandhills State Park has sand dunes 
that are 70-feet high, with sand board-
ing, sand football, sand surfing, sand 
tobogganing, hiking, and even horse-
back riding. 

If you go there in the spring, for ex-
ample, the Rattlesnake Army Airbase 
will be a new museum. It was one of 
the largest bomber training bases of 
World War II, and it was the temporary 
home of the Enola Gay, which dropped 
the atomic bomb on Japan in World 
War II. It is scheduled to open in 
March. 

Nearly 24 percent of Texas is in one 
district, in the 23rd District. It is an in-
credible stretch. I am so proud to have 
the opportunity to represent 
Monahans, Texas, in Ward County. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS: 
INCOME INEQUALITY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HOLDING). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. 
JEFFRIES) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the minority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
be given 5 days to revise and extend 
their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, it is an 

honor and a privilege to once again 
have this opportunity to come to the 
floor of the House of Representatives 
and to anchor—along with my good 
friend and colleague, the distinguished 
gentleman from Nevada, Representa-
tive STEVEN HORSFORD—the Congres-
sional Black Caucus Special Order, 
where for the next 60 minutes we have 
an opportunity to speak directly to the 
American people about an issue of 
great significance for the communities 
that we represent as well as for the en-
tire country. 

Income inequality is an issue that is 
of increasing concern to working fami-
lies, to low-income Americans, to mid-

dle class folks, to those who aspire to 
be part of the middle class. We know 
that at this moment in time in 2014 in-
come inequality is the worst that it 
has been in America since the Great 
Depression. 

Now, we live in the wealthiest coun-
try in the world. Yet we know that all 
across America there are people who 
are struggling to put food on their ta-
bles, clothing on their backs or to pro-
vide shelter for their families. That is 
an unacceptable situation, and we 
know that things have gotten worse 
over the last 5 years since the collapse 
of the economy. The recovery, while 
progress has been made, has been un-
even, inconsistent and schizophrenic in 
many ways. Some have benefited, par-
ticularly those amongst the wealthiest 
5 to 10 percent of Americans, but oth-
ers have fallen behind. 

So, today, the Congressional Black 
Caucus will speak to the issue of in-
come inequality, but it will also pro-
pose why it is something that needs to 
be addressed and what some of the 
things are that Congress can do, in 
working with the President, to deal 
with this pressing issue in America. 

We have been joined by several dis-
tinguished members of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus. It is now my 
honor and privilege to yield some time 
to the dean of New York’s congres-
sional delegation, a legendary Member 
of the House of Representatives, the 
Lion of Lenox Avenue, the distin-
guished gentleman from New York, 
Representative CHARLES B. RANGEL. 

(Mr. RANGEL asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. RANGEL. Let me thank my 
friend and my colleague from New 
York for bringing this important issue 
to the attention of our Congress and 
the Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a strange thing 
about those Americans who have been 
raised in poor communities. That is, as 
they grow older, it seems that God has 
blessed them to remember just the 
good things that they have enjoyed, 
and the misery and the pain somehow 
fades away; but I think that the most 
important thing that comes out of this 
is the hope for the future. Very few 
Americans have not witnessed in their 
families devastating economic impacts, 
but that was more than compensated 
for because they knew, if they had to 
be in any country in the world in which 
some of these problems could be re-
solved through opportunity, they 
would be in the United States of Amer-
ica. 

The tragic thing that we have today 
is that this dream appears to be fading 
for the poor as well as for the middle 
class. When that happens, I think what 
makes America different from so many 
other countries is that it is possible to 
have classes that are locked in frigid 
concrete, as used to be the case in Eu-
rope—that is dramatically changing to 
be more fluid as it relates to upward 
mobility—while it appears to us that 

today, if you were born in poverty, you 
are almost destined to remain in pov-
erty. What a sinful, historic condition 
that would make. What a tragic exam-
ple it would set for the rest of the 
world that has used us as an example 
as to what human beings can do. 

What is it that the economists don’t 
see? Poverty is not only painful; it de-
stroys the very fiber of our economic 
productivity. Sick people, poor people 
are not productive people. There are in-
clinations for them to cost more in 
terms of dollars and cents than if we 
provided them with the tools for them 
to acquire decent jobs with decent liv-
ing wages. People are talking about 
equality in wages, but I am not com-
fortable with that expression because I 
don’t want some of my friends on the 
other side of the aisle thinking that I 
think everyone should have the same 
income in terms of equality; but when 
it comes to the equality of oppor-
tunity—when it comes to making cer-
tain that you can tell your kids that 
you are doing pretty good but that you 
know that they can do better—and 
then when it comes to those dreams 
being hurt because of examples that we 
find in this country, then it hurts the 
whole idea of manufacturers wanting 
to have their workers be in a position 
to buy the things that they are manu-
facturing or the services they are pro-
viding. 

So I am glad that we have this time 
tonight to go beyond the pain of pov-
erty and to talk about the hopes and 
the dreams that people have in coming 
to this country. They come here not to 
remain poor. They don’t come here to 
get rich. They come here because of the 
opportunity we have—and poverty is a 
poison that can get into any economy 
and make it impossible for poor folks 
to get out of it. 

Thank you so much for constantly 
reminding this great country that we 
can’t afford to lose that greatness, be-
cause a lot of it was in God we trust. I 
do hope, as a result of our voices, that 
we hear from some of the people who 
hear directly from God—our ministers 
and our rabbis—to be able to under-
stand that Jesus may have said that 
the meek shall inherit the Earth, but 
he sure didn’t mean that the meek 
should suffer while the rich just get 
richer. Thank you so much for this op-
portunity. 

b 1930 

Mr. JEFFRIES. I certainly thank the 
distinguished gentleman from New 
York for his eloquent, as always, obser-
vations. 

It is an honor and privilege to be 
joined by the Representative from 
Texas, who has been a fighter on behalf 
of these issues—a voice for the voice-
less and someone who is always on the 
front lines trying to deal with socio-
economic inequality wherever it might 
be found in America, but certainly in 
her home district anchored in Houston, 
Texas. Let me now yield to Representa-
tive SHEILA JACKSON LEE. 
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Ms. JACKSON LEE. Let me thank 

the distinguished coleader of the task 
force in presenting our case to the 
American people, the distinguished 
gentleman from New York—and I say 
it with great affection and respect— 
and his coleader, Mr. HORSFORD, the 
distinguished gentleman from Nevada. 

Let me quickly indicate that income 
equality has been raised by the Con-
gressional Black Caucus and the Task 
Force on Poverty through our chair-
woman, the Honorable MARCIA FUDGE; 
my colleague, BARBARA LEE; myself 
and others through the years—one 
might offer to say decade—and you will 
hear from our other members. The dis-
tinguished dean of New York gave the 
history. I know the distinguished gen-
tleman from New Jersey is on the 
floor, as well as our southern anchor, 
Representative Mr. G.K. BUTTERFIELD. 
Again, we also have New York, New 
York’s Representative, YVETTE 
CLARKE. I think our members are here 
because we come from far and wide. 

Income inequality refers to the ex-
tent to which income is distributed in 
an uneven manner among the popu-
lation. In the United States, income in-
equality, or the gap between rich and 
poor, has been growing markedly for 
some 30 years. 

U.S. income inequality has been ris-
ing steadily over the past four decades. 
Let me emphasize to my colleagues 
that it is reaching levels not seen since 
the 1920s; and for those of us who read 
the history books, we know of the fi-
nancial collapse leading to the Depres-
sion of that era. That is frightening. 

In the midst of that discussion, we 
are hearing babble or conversation 
about reducing the debt and closing the 
deficit, when we have decidedly made a 
mark on that over the last decade. We 
did so with President Obama’s fixing 
and working to turn Wall Street back 
on its feet. We did it with the stimulus 
package which infused dollars into the 
economy. We fixed the mortgage melt-
down, and so now we find that houses 
are being sold and banks want to be 
able to relax how they give money to 
their various clients that are seeking 
to buy a house. 

We are at a point where we need to 
stop talking about the deficit and the 
debt—which is closing—and the debt 
going down, and start talking about in-
vesting in America and closing the hor-
ror of wealth inequality. Somebody is 
going to understand from whence they 
came and know that America was al-
ways a place where someone without 
shoes could walk into the opportunities 
and the sunlight of opportunity. 

Lyndon Baines Johnson’s history 
tells of how very poor he was growing 
up after the loss of income from his fa-
ther. It was on his mind that people 
who are poor should not be treated 
with indignity. 

So one of the biggest factors driving 
the increase in income inequality since 
2000 is the stagnation of the typical 
American household in terms of in-
come. We need to raise the minimum 

wage. We need to stop blaming poor 
people and suggesting that their condi-
tion is their own. 

There are studies by the University 
of Wisconsin and the University of 
Kentucky, and let me give the facts. A 
low-wage job supplemented with food 
stamps is becoming more common for 
the working poor. They have a job, and 
yet they have to get food stamps. That 
is not their desire. They are working 
people. They want to be respected for 
their work. 

Many of the U.S. jobs now being cre-
ated are low-income or minimum wage, 
part-time, or in areas such as retail or 
fast food. Yes, jobs. We don’t denigrate 
them; but it brings about the highest 
level of income inequality. And then, 
on top of it, we are cutting billions 
from food stamps. 

As I told you, a young lady in Texas 
makes $10 an hour working to be able 
to provide for her family. Without 
shame, she has to get on food stamps; 
and since 2009, 50 percent of the indi-
viduals getting food stamps are work-
ing. That is a point that we should re-
alize. 

We need to increase the minimum 
wage, and we realize that the highest 
number of high school graduates head 
the bulk of the food stamp households, 
but college graduates or those who 
have had some college are also on food 
stamps. 

Income inequality: as recently as 
1998, the working age of a share of food 
stamp households was at 44. It is now 
up to 50. 

Let me say we are finding ourselves 
in an economy of globalization, auto-
mation, and outsourcing. I would like 
to work with my Republican friends on 
curing that disease—the disease of out-
sourcing, giving up people’s jobs, and 
cutting down on manufacturing— 
which, in actuality, under President 
Obama, we have been able to surge up. 

I would like them to look at legisla-
tion that says if you are chronically 
unemployed, you can get training. You 
can get a credit and you get the unem-
ployment, and you don’t have to touch 
that. But you get a training credit or a 
stipend to change your life. 

The young lady in this newspaper ar-
ticle is trying to save money to be able 
to get paramedic training. She wanted 
to be a nurse. She had to drop out be-
cause of the lack of money. What are 
we doing about people like that? 

Let me close, Mr. JEFFRIES, with the 
CNN commentary, or CNN programing. 
The individual that gave these words 
was a prominent wealthy gentleman 
who is a senior citizen. I have a great 
respect for senior citizens. I really do. 
They are all over my district. But I 
hope that we don’t have to come to a 
time that the idea of trying to balance 
wealth inequality gets you accused of 
being like Nazis. My heart is broken to 
able to think that someone would mis-
construe the idea of helping this young 
25-year-old suffering with low wages 
and trying to close the income gap to a 
ridiculous comparison as that. Free-

dom of speech, of course; but that is ri-
diculous. 

Let me show this form as my final 
expression here. 

We are still fighting to get unem-
ployment benefits. The numbers have 
gone past 1.9 million; and let me be 
very clear that four out of five bene-
ficiaries have at least one other adult 
in the household. Many support chil-
dren, single adults, multiple adults in 
the household. These people need an 
unemployment insurance extension for 
basic benefits, and we can’t even do it. 
And we used to do it on an emergency 
basis in the same breath as talking 
about debt and deficit. 

We need to invest in America’s peo-
ple. We need infrastructure to create 
jobs and close the wealth inequality. 

One-half of the people who need an 
unemployment insurance extension 
have at least some college. Nine in 10 
live in households with total income of 
less than $75,000 a year. They need that 
bridge to keep them going; and shame-
fully, unfortunately, we have not done 
that. 

So I want to thank the gentleman for 
giving me the opportunity. I feel bipar-
tisanship coming from my colleagues 
as they begin to talk on the floor, and 
that bipartisanship wants to have an 
increase in the minimum wage, to 
make it a livable wage, pass the emer-
gency unemployment insurance, and 
have a reconsideration. Even though I 
know there is a conference bill, we just 
can’t cut food stamps to those who are 
suffering. 

I want to thank the gentleman. I 
look forward to investing in jobs that 
will be equal in income. I look forward 
to dealing with making automation 
work for those who want to work, tech-
nology work for those who want to 
work, closing the outsourcing gap and 
boosting manufacturing to give hard-
working Americans who want some-
thing more than unemployment, but 
need it now; who want something more 
than low-skilled jobs, but need jobs 
now; and want something more than 
having to get food stamps, but need it 
now, to be able to close this heinous in-
come inequality that is plaguing Amer-
ica. It is an epidemic that we must 
fight with every bit of our breath. 

ECONOMIC BENEFITS OF ACTING ON CRITICAL 
LEGISLATIVE ISSUES—JANUARY 2014 

House Democrats remain committed to poli-
cies that will address growing income inequal-
ity, the economic well-being of American fami-
lies, and our economy—including renewing 
unemployment insurance, raising the minimum 
wage, and passing comprehensive immigra-
tion reform. 

Addressing these issues would greatly ben-
efit American families and our economic re-
covery, according to reports by leading econo-
mists and policy analysts. 

Renewing Unemployment Insurance 
On December 28, 2013, 1.3 million Ameri-

cans lost access to emergency unemployment 
insurance. Democrats are committed to restor-
ing this program that expires for an additional 
72,000 Americans each week. 

Renewing this program would help millions 
of Americans who are struggling to find a job 
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and put food on the table, and it would also 
provide economic benefits: 

Extending Unemployment Benefits In-
creases Output and Employment: ‘‘CBO esti-
mates that extending the current EUC pro-
gram and other related expiring provisions 
until the end of 2014 would increase inflation- 
adjusted GDP by 0.2 percent and increase 
full-time-equivalent employment by 0.2 million 
in the fourth quarter of 2014.’’ [Congressional 
Budget Office, 12/1/13] 

Failure to Extend Emergency Unemploy-
ment Benefits Hurts Jobless Workers in Every 
State: ‘‘Failure to extend the Emergency Un-
employment Compensation (EUC) program 
would affect jobless workers in every state. 
. . . In all, an estimated 4.9 million workers 
would lose out on EUC benefits by the end of 
2014.’’ [Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, 
12/11/13] 

Labor Market Will Lose 310,000 Jobs in 
2014 if Unemployment Insurance Extensions 
Expire: ‘‘Less understood but equally crucial, 
the UI benefit extensions boost spending in 
the economy and thereby create jobs. We find 
that continuing the extensions through 2014 
would generate spending that would support 
310,000 jobs. If this program is discontinued, 
the economy will lose these jobs.’’ [Economic 
Policy Institute, 11/7/13] 

Raising the Minimum Wage 
The minimum wage has not been raised 

since 2007, and raising the minimum wage 
would help American families while also grow-
ing our economy: 

Raising Minimum Wage Will Help Low- 
Wage Workers, With Little Negative Impact on 
Employment: ‘‘The weight of the evidence is 
. . . that minimum-wage increases of the 
magnitude that have been enacted in the past 
. . . are a clear net benefit to low-wage work-
ers as a group as well as a policy tool that 
pushes back against rising inequality.’’ [Center 
on Budget and Policy Priorities, 1/7/14] 

Raising the Federal Minimum Wage to 
$10.10 Would Lift Wages for Millions and Pro-
vide an Economic Boost: ‘‘Raising the federal 
minimum wage to $10.10 by 2016 would lift in-
comes for millions of American workers and 
provide a modest boost to U.S. GDP. . . . 
Across the phase-in period of the increase, 
GDP would grow by about $22 billion, result-
ing in the creation of roughly 85,000 net new 
jobs over that period.’’ [Economic Policy Insti-
tute, 12/19/13] 

Passing Comprehensive Immigration Reform 
In addition to providing a pathway to citizen-

ship, passing comprehensive immigration re-
form would boost economic activity and grow 
our workforce: 

Taking Action on Immigration: ‘‘Studies 
show that highly educated, foreign-born pro-
fessionals are net job creators. Low quotas for 
both H–1B temporary visas and permanent 
residence green cards are the primary prob-
lems for employers seeking to hire high-skilled 
foreign nationals. Visa shortages and long 
waits created by the current law lead highly 
sought-after world talent to either leave Amer-
ica or choose to remain overseas and work for 
foreign competitors.’’ [Business Roundtable, 4/ 
5/13] 

Immigrant Entrepreneurs: Creating Jobs and 
Strengthening the Economy: ‘‘The United 
States continues to lead the world in tech-
nology and science innovation; immigrant en-
trepreneurs play a large role in this competi-
tive thrust. A study by Wadhwa and col-

leagues found that foreign-born entrepreneurs 
were founders or co-founders of more than 
25% of technology and engineering compa-
nies started between 1995 and 2005. In 2005, 
these technology companies employed 
450,000 workers and generated $52 billion.’’ 
[Chamber of Commerce, 1/2012] 

Economic Impact of S. 744, the Border Se-
curity, Economic Opportunity, and Immigration 
Modernization Act: ‘‘Taking account of all eco-
nomic effects (including those reflected in the 
cost estimate), the bill would increase real (in-
flation-adjusted) GDP relative to the amount 
CBO projects under current law by 3.3 percent 
in 2023 and by 5.4 percent in 2033, according 
to CBO’s central estimates.’’ [Congressional 
Budget Office, 6/18/13] 

Immigration Reform: Implications for 
Growth, Budget and Housing: ‘‘Effective immi-
gration reform can be a powerful instrument of 
economic revitalization. By increasing the 
overall population and particularly the number 
of working-age labor force participants, reform 
can help expand the economy, contribute to 
higher overall average wages, generate more 
consumer spending, and spur new demand for 
residential housing construction.’’ [Bipartisan 
Policy Center, 10/29/13] 

[From the Houston Chronicle, Jan. 8, 2014] 
NO. 1 JOB FOR HOUSE: EXTEND EMERGENCY 

UNEMPLOYMENT AID 
PROGRAM WILL HELP ECONOMY BY CREATING 

JOBS, BOOSTING GROWTH 
(By Sheila Jackson Lee) 

Right now, 1.9 million Americans are expe-
riencing an economic emergency, which will 
turn into a catastrophe for them and their 
families if Congress does not act imme-
diately to extend the emergency unemploy-
ment program that expired on Dec. 28. Un-
less the aid is extended through 2014, nearly 
14 million Americans will be negatively af-
fected—the 4.9 million workers who will see 
unemployment insurance cut off and the ap-
proximately 9 million additional family 
members those workers are supporting. 

There are some who believe that there is 
no economic emergency justifying an exten-
sion of the emergency unemployment pro-
gram. They are wrong. Let them tell that to 
jobless veterans looking for a new job in an 
economy in which there are still nearly 2 
million fewer jobs now than there were be-
fore the recession began. Let them tell that 
to the persons who know from experience 
there are more than three applicants for 
each new job created. The national employ-
ment rate is 7 percent and of these unem-
ployed, the long-term unemployment rate— 
the share of unemployed workers who have 
been unemployed for 27 weeks or longer—is 
37 percent, the highest it has been in 20 
years. 

Behind these grim statistics are the heart- 
breaking stories of real people—veterans, 
parents, seniors—struggling to get by on 
about $300 a week. These benefits, which the 
recipients earned and paid for through their 
payroll taxes, are needed to pay rent and 
utilities, buy groceries, pay for internet ac-
cess to search for jobs and gas to get to job 
interviews. 

This is why the most urgent task pending 
before the House of Representatives is to ex-
tend the emergency unemployment program. 
To address this emergency, I introduced leg-
islation last month, the Unemployed Job 
Hunters Protection and Assistance Act (H.R. 
3773), that would extend the program for 12 
months to provide the benefits earned by the 
recipients and avoid what will be a tragedy 
not only for those who are unemployed but 
also for an economy still recovering from the 
worst recession since the Great Depression. 

Extending the program is good for the na-
tion’s economy because it will create an esti-
mated 200,000 jobs, increase economic growth 
by .2 percent and generate $1.52 in economic 
activity for each dollar expended. 

The emergency unemployment program 
was established in 2008 during the Bush Ad-
ministration and has been reauthorized sev-
eral times as the economy continues its re-
covery. Congress has never failed to extend 
emergency unemployment insurance when 
the rate of long-term unemployment was 
even half the current level of 37 percent. And 
because of the emergency nature of the con-
gressional action, the extension was not sub-
ject to any offset requirements during the 
Bush Administration. There is no good rea-
son to impose any such requirements now; 
doing so serves no purpose other than to pun-
ish the persons who need our help. 

Despite a slowly recovering job market, 
these unemployed job hunters have not lost 
faith. Every morning, they get up and go out 
or online looking for jobs. They want to 
work. They still have hope that things will 
get better so they can provide for their fami-
lies. But they need the help that unemploy-
ment insurance is intended to provide. 

Now is not the time to scapegoat those 
who have lost their jobs through no fault of 
their own. Now is the time to extend the 
emergency unemployment aid. At a min-
imum, Congress should and must vote to ex-
tend the program for three months while ne-
gotiations continue on a long-term solution. 
On Tuesday, a bipartisan measure that 
would do this cleared a procedural vote in 
the Senate, allowing debate to continue on 
the three-month stopgap. This is an eco-
nomic emergency. It is time for congres-
sional Republicans to work with their Demo-
cratic colleagues on the issues of importance 
to the American people. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the distin-
guished gentlelady from Texas. 

Earlier this month, we marked the 
50th anniversary of the declaration of 
the war on poverty. In this Chamber in 
January of 1964, President Lyndon 
Baines Johnson spoke before a joint 
session of Congress and announced a 
series of initiatives designed to combat 
chronic poverty in America. As a result 
of this effort, there were several legis-
lative battles that were won in the 
march toward trying to create, as 
President Johnson said, the Great So-
ciety—Medicare, Medicaid, the Food 
Stamp Act, the school breakfast pro-
gram, college work study, Job Corps, 
and minimum wage enhancement. 
These were all part of the war on pov-
erty. 

But, unfortunately, as we stand here 
today, in 2014, some in this Chamber 
have abandoned this war on poverty 
and instead have launched a war on the 
poor. As a result, we have seen income 
inequality grow. That is why it is such 
an important issue for us to confront 
now. 

I am pleased that we have been 
joined by one of the strongest voices in 
the Congress for dealing with this 
issue, the distinguished gentleman 
from North Carolina, someone who is 
the vice chair of the Congressional 
Black Caucus, Representative G. K. 
BUTTERFIELD. 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Let me thank 
you, Mr. JEFFRIES, for yielding time, 
and thank you for your passion and 
your willingness to come to this floor 
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each week to raise issues that are very 
important to the Congressional Black 
Caucus and should be important to 
every American. Thank you for your 
energy and the way you represent your 
district in Brooklyn. Thank you to Mr. 
HORSFORD for your tireless efforts as 
well. 

Mr. Speaker, I am looking forward to 
the State of the Union message tomor-
row night. I have seen probably nine or 
10 since I have been in Congress, and 
each one is unique in its own way. But 
I am really looking forward to the 
State of the Union message tomorrow 
night from President Barack Obama. 

If press reports are correct, it seems 
to me that the President is ready to 
pull off the Band-Aid and expose the 
disease of income inequality in this 
country; and, hopefully, the President 
will lay out a plan tomorrow night to 
address poverty and to address the 
huge income disparity that we see in 
our country. 

These are the facts: there are 46.5 
million Americans that live below the 
poverty level. Mr. JEFFRIES, there are 
308 million people in America, and one 
out of six of those lives in poverty. 
That is unacceptable. In my district in 
North Carolina, one of four lives in 
poverty. That includes some 73,000 chil-
dren, and my congressional district is 
among the bottom 10 of all of the con-
gressional districts in the country. 

American workers are working very 
hard, but their purchasing power in my 
district and your district, Mr. 
JEFFRIES, and all across America, is 
getting less. Why is that? It is because 
wages are flat. Workers are not experi-
encing pay raises and raises in their in-
come as other Americans are. Wages 
are flat. Ten percent of wage earners 
today earn 50 percent of the Nation’s 
income. Each year, the top 1 percent 
makes 26 times what a minimum wage 
worker makes, on average. 

These are the facts. These are the 
statistics. We have not concocted this 
theory of people living in poverty. It is 
real. Nearly 50 million Americans are 
living in poverty, and so we must get 
serious. We must get serious about ena-
bling the American Dream for millions 
of low-income Americans and millions 
of middle-income Americans. 

A few moments ago, I heard the gen-
tlelady from Texas, Congresswoman 
SHEILA JACKSON LEE, talk about the 
minimum wage. And she is absolutely 
correct. It is time for the minimum 
wage to be raised. 

b 1945 
Raising the wage to $10.10 per hour 

would immediately lift 4.6 million 
Americans out of poverty. And many of 
those who are in poverty are the work-
ing poor. 

It is time for corporate America to 
use their record profits. They are expe-
riencing record profits, and good for 
them, but they must use their record 
profits to provide higher wages and 
better benefits. The fact is that cor-
porate profits are enhanced when work-
ers and their families are secure. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I look forward to 
the State of the Union message tomor-
row evening and urge the President to 
demonstrate his resolve to give equal 
opportunity to every American. 

Finally, the Congressional Black 
Caucus has constantly made the point 
that there are dozens, if not hundreds, 
of communities across America rep-
resented by Republicans and Demo-
crats that have poverty rates in excess 
of 20 percent. Some of those commu-
nities have had those rates for more 
than 30 years. 

The Congressional Black Caucus has 
asked President Obama to use his exec-
utive authority to target at least 10 
percent more resources to these com-
munities. The Congressional Black 
Caucus has framed this as the 10–20–30 
plan. I ask our President to target 
more resources to low-income commu-
nities. 

I thank you, Mr. JEFFRIES, for yield-
ing time. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman from North Caro-
lina. 

As you pointed out, income inequal-
ity and poverty should not be a par-
tisan issue. It impacts urban America 
and it impacts rural America. It im-
pacts blue States and it impacts red 
States. It impacts the north, the south, 
the east, the west, and the heartland of 
this country. 

That is why it has been unfortunate 
that, heretofore, we have seen a refusal 
by some of our friends on the other side 
of the aisle to do commonsense things 
like raising the minimum wage to 
$10.10 per hour, which would lift mil-
lions of the working poor out of pov-
erty and set them on a pathway toward 
the middle class. 

Now, one of the places where income 
inequality is particularly pronounced 
is in my hometown of New York City, 
one of the greatest cities in the world, 
one of the richest cities in the world. 
But 25 percent of the population in New 
York City lives below the poverty line. 
In the shadow of Wall Street, the en-
gine that drives the world economy, 
that is an unfortunate reality. 

One of the people who has been rais-
ing this issue and fighting hard to ad-
dress this back home in New York City 
is my distinguished colleague who rep-
resents the Ninth Congressional Dis-
trict, immediately adjacent to the one 
that I am privileged to represent. It is 
my honor to yield to the distinguished 
gentlewoman from New York, Con-
gresswoman YVETTE CLARKE. 

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Brooklyn, New York (Mr. JEFFRIES), 
my good friend and colleague, for 
yielding, and the gentleman from Ne-
vada, the Honorable Mr. HORSFORD, for 
anchoring the Special Orders of the 
Congressional Black Caucus. 

I join with my colleagues of the Con-
gressional Black Caucus in rising this 
evening to address the issue of income 
inequality that continues to splinter 
the foundation of our Nation. 

In Brooklyn, the lowest income and 
the lowest fifth of households took 
home about 2.5 percent of the bor-
ough’s income in 2011. The top 5 per-
cent claimed 24 percent. Almost 22 per-
cent of the population of Brooklyn 
lives in poverty. 

While the causes of this polarization 
are complex, I believe they are not in-
surmountable. The people of Brooklyn 
have started to stand up and demand 
action on the issue. 

We know that the wage stagnation 
contributes largely to income dis-
parity, so let’s raise the minimum 
wage. 

We know that education is the true 
ladder of opportunity in our commu-
nities, so let’s make the vital invest-
ments in education. 

We know that unemployment insur-
ance is not only an essential tool for 
individuals, a bridge to find new work, 
but it is also a stimulus to our local 
businesses, so let us extend unemploy-
ment insurance. 

Most importantly, we must make 
every effort to make sure that no 
American is allowed to fall through our 
social safety net and that we, as their 
national representatives, truly look 
out for those that have been driven 
deeper into desperation and poverty by 
the recent financial crisis. 

So our message today is simple: the 
economic disparity that has crept 
across our Nation is threatening Amer-
ica’s fundamental promise of oppor-
tunity for all. We must take action: op-
portunities for entrepreneurship and 
job creation; maintain our social com-
pact so that no American has to go 
hungry, that we provide the food as-
sistance through a robust Supple-
mental Nutrition Assistance Program; 
provide the unemployment insurance 
that families need to maintain until 
they get those jobs they have been 
seeking. 

We must take action. That is what 
we have been sworn to do. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank my good 
friend and colleague, Representative 
YVETTE CLARKE, and look forward to 
continuing the fight and the march to-
ward socioeconomic justice on behalf 
of the people we represent back at 
home in Brooklyn and New York City. 

It is now my honor and my privilege 
to yield to another good friend, the 
dean of the freshman class of the CBC, 
someone who has continued in the 
great tradition that had been set forth 
by his father and his predecessor and is 
carving out his own reputation as a 
fighter for justice on behalf of the peo-
ple he represents back at home in New 
Jersey. Let me now yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from the Garden 
State, Representative DONALD PAYNE, 
Jr. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, let me 
begin by thanking the dynamic duo of 
the CBC’s freshman class, Mr. 
HORSFORD and Mr. JEFFRIES, for their 
tireless leadership in the 113th Con-
gress, and now the Second Session of 
the 113th Congress. They have dem-
onstrated that they have hit the 
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ground running and understand the 
issues that are important to the people 
of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, the gap between the 
rich and poor in this country has really 
become staggering, and that gap is in-
creasing every single day. Nowhere is 
that more true than in my home State 
of New Jersey. The number of wealthy 
families has doubled. Meanwhile, the 
poorest income brackets have in-
creased sharply. In my district alone, 
more than a quarter of the people live 
in poverty, and this is likely really un-
derestimated due to the high cost of 
living in New Jersey. 

Not only is there a growing gap, but 
unemployment is high, the minimum 
wage is stagnant, and there is a lack of 
opportunity throughout this Nation for 
people to find the jobs that they need 
to have their families live in the man-
ner in which they should. This, in the 
richest country in the world, the great-
est Nation in the world, is absolutely 
unacceptable. All of these contribute 
to growing income inequality. 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. 
RANGEL) was correct. We are not say-
ing that everyone should have the 
same standard of living or the same 
salary or income, but the opportunity 
to rise to those salaries and incomes is 
the issue of today. 

One thing that the Congress can do 
to help lessen this inequality is to ex-
tend unemployment insurance right 
away. 

Mr. Speaker, it is interesting how 
some of this issue is couched in: maybe 
people just don’t want to get up and 
look for a job, and if they take that 
menial job, then what is the problem? 
The problem is: you can’t feed your 
children; you can’t buy the clothes 
they need to go to school; you can’t 
educate them. Therein lies the prob-
lem. 

We are in a time now where there are 
more than 1 million long-term unem-
ployed who literally have been left out 
in the cold. 

You see, Mr. Speaker, I know what it 
is like to be unemployed. I know what 
it is like to be down on your luck. At 
one time, a company that I worked for 
for a decade, which I thought would be 
my career, I would retire from there, 
get the gold watch, the proverbial gold 
watch, well, Mr. Speaker, it didn’t 
work out that way. The company 
closed its doors and I found myself un-
employed, going down to the Unem-
ployment Office to get the paperwork 
needed, and trekking across my com-
munity to attempt to get a job. 

That is the other thing that people 
don’t understand about this, Mr. 
Speaker. You see, you can’t just sit 
around and not look for a job in order 
to collect unemployment insurance. 

That it has not been extended is al-
most a crime because, you see, some of 
these people have paid into this system 
for 5 and 10 and 20 years, and now that 
they need it, we are saying to those 
people that have played by the rules 
and done the things that we said they 
should do, that it is over for you. 

I know what it is like not to have a 
paycheck, to go paycheck to paycheck. 
Now, I was fortunate. In my situation, 
I was able to move back home. But 
what I understand, Mr. Speaker, is that 
everyone does not have that oppor-
tunity. So I will continue to fight for 
what is right and what this Nation 
should stand for. 

Take it from me, being unemployed, 
out looking for a job, is hard work, and 
it wears on you mentally and emotion-
ally, because a job isn’t just a pay-
check. It is not just about one’s liveli-
hood. A job defines your purpose in life. 

The hundreds of thousands of unem-
ployed in New Jersey remain hopeful 
and optimistic that, if they keep work-
ing hard, they keep playing by the 
rules, they will be rewarded one day 
and find their new purpose in life. We 
must fulfill that promise that we have 
made to them. The faces of the unem-
ployed, of those living in poverty in 
New Jersey are numerous and diverse. 

Mr. Speaker, there is another dy-
namic. We have the dynamic of people 
who have great qualifications not being 
able to find a job because it is an em-
ployer’s market. And, apparently, the 
bottom line is what is the most impor-
tant thing for people. To lose a per-
centage on their gains or the percent-
age of income they make for their 
shareholders is the most important 
thing. So they are willing to let people 
lose their income to keep those num-
bers where they are. 

There are middle-aged workers who, 
after decades at a company they have 
loved, find themselves unemployed. 
There are young people with college 
and master’s degrees, as I said, who did 
everything right but can’t seem to find 
a job no matter how qualified they are. 

So I am asking my friends on both 
sides of the aisle to look at the faces of 
the long-term unemployed, to look at 
the faces of minimum wage workers, to 
look at the faces of the men and 
women and children living in poverty. I 
am asking my friends on both sides of 
the aisle to leave behind their political 
agendas and move forward with a 
human agenda, because, ladies and gen-
tlemen, Mr. Speaker, there is no reason 
that, in the greatest Nation on the face 
of the Earth, we have these issues to 
the degree that we do. 

b 2000 
So I just want to close by saying that 

there are people in this Nation that 
play by the rules. There are people in 
this Nation that have done everything 
that we have asked them to do. So it is 
our obligation in this Nation, as its 
leaders, to find those opportunities for 
people to live and continue the type of 
life they have had in the American 
way. 

I am just here to say that I will con-
tinue to fight for the less fortunate be-
cause I will not turn my back on any 
American that wants to play by the 
rules and have done what we have said 
in this Nation you need to do. The land 
of the free and the home of the brave— 
that still should mean something. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the gen-
tleman from New Jersey for his very 
thoughtful observations and, in par-
ticular, for focusing on the need to re-
authorize unemployment benefits for 
the long-term unemployed across 
America. There has been a myth that 
really has been put forth unfortunately 
by those who seek to undermine this 
program that individuals who are re-
ceiving unemployment assistance, who 
have been unemployed for 27 weeks or 
more, simply are sitting home looking 
to collect a check without going out 
and actively searching for employ-
ment. Nothing can be further from the 
truth. 

The reality is—and this is connected 
to the dynamic around income inequal-
ity that we are discussing here today— 
is that for every 2.8, 2.9 million Ameri-
cans who are unemployed, looking for a 
job, there is only one job that exists. 
So obviously we need to do more in 
this country collectively to generate 
employment as opposed to exploiting 
good middle class jobs to other parts of 
the world and not seeing any reciprocal 
economic benefit in return. 

I am thankful that I have been joined 
by the coanchor of the CBC Special 
Order, someone whose very district 
representing urban parts of Clark 
County in Las Vegas as well as rural 
parts of Nevada can speak to the issue 
quite clearly that income inequality 
and poverty in America is not simply 
an urban issue or a rural issue. It im-
pacts all of America, and we are thank-
ful here in this Congress that he has 
been such a strong champion for his 
district and for these issues that are 
impacting people all across the coun-
try. 

Let me yield to my good friend from 
Nevada, STEVEN HORSFORD. 

Mr. HORSFORD. I thank my good 
friend, a strong advocate for the people 
of his district in New York as well as 
representing the interests of all Ameri-
cans, and for your leadership in co-
anchoring this hour on behalf of the 
Congressional Black Caucus, where we 
bring the issues that most Americans 
want this Congress to focus on to the 
floor of the House of Representatives. 

I would like to thank you for anchor-
ing this hour and all of our colleagues 
who have come to the floor tonight to 
speak. 

You know, Mr. Speaker, tomorrow 
night, this Chamber will be packed. 
Every seat will be filled, and every seat 
in the Chamber will have Representa-
tives here. Millions upon millions of 
Americans will be listening as our 
President lays out the State of our 
Union. I am looking forward to his re-
marks and his vision for how we can 
continue to move our country forward. 

Tonight, we come here to gather to 
discuss income inequality and what 
Congress can do in working with the 
President to move some of these im-
portant legislative issues forward on 
behalf of the constituents that we rep-
resent and millions of Americans 
across our great Nation. 
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There is no easy answer for solving 

the problem of income inequality or 
economic mobility. I thank the gen-
tleman from New York for talking 
about how our various districts are 
really representative of this issue of in-
come inequality. 

In my home district of Nevada, the 
Fourth District, we have been hit hard-
er than most by higher unemployment, 
higher home foreclosures which have 
led to economic loss, and I want to talk 
about some of that tonight because 
when we talk about issues of income 
inequality and economic mobility, it is 
for all incomes, not just for a select 
few. It is for the people in rural Amer-
ica as well as urban America. These are 
issues that are important to all of us. 

Now although we cannot expect Con-
gress to solve each person’s economic 
struggle, we can certainly expect our 
Members of Congress not to target 
those who are struggling to make ends 
meet, especially by balancing our 
budget on their backs. 

As of December 28, this past year, 
Congress did just that, unfortunately, 
and now, over 1.6 million Americans 
have lost crucial unemployment insur-
ance benefits. Today, nearly 21,000 Ne-
vadans in my State have been cut off 
from unemployment benefits. This is 
personal. As my colleague from New 
Jersey talked about, for those who un-
derstand what it means to be unem-
ployed, for those of us who understand 
the fact that people are putting in re-
sume after resume, day after day, week 
after week, it hits a person to their 
core, being unemployed. To add insult 
to injury, this Congress failed to do its 
job. 

So its unconscionable to assume that 
those who are looking for work are 
lazy or that they want to somehow 
stay unemployed. Mr. Speaker, the 
constituents that I have spoken to in 
my district at the work centers who 
continue to put their resumes in, they 
want to be employed. 

It is one thing to have our colleagues 
on the other side believe that the gov-
ernment should not intervene in help-
ing to close the gap between the rich 
and poor, but it is absolutely wrong to 
cut critical social safety nets that have 
been in place for decades—regardless of 
party—in an effort to reduce spending 
while maintaining corporate subsidies 
and tax breaks for the very rich. 

Mr. Speaker, it is morally outrageous 
to target those who have lost their jobs 
at no fault of their own, but it is even 
worse to see this happen when we have 
millions of dollars in tax subsidies to 
millionaires and major industry. 

What is more, the difference between 
the top and the bottom of the economic 
ladder is greater than ever before, and 
climbing this ladder is also becoming 
increasingly difficult. 

Recently, Harvard economist Dr. Raj 
Chetty found that those who are our 
parents, and how much our parents 
earn, are more consequential today 
than ever before. Dr. Chetty identified 
five key factors that are heavily cor-

related with economic mobility and in-
come inequality. First is segregation. 
Second is inequality. Third is the qual-
ity of our public school systems. 
Fourth is social and civic engagement. 
Fifth is family structure. 

And for decades, low-income workers 
have seen their wages frozen while the 
profits of the Nation’s wealthiest 
Americans have continued to explode. 
Now I have nothing against successful 
people, people who go out and put their 
ingenuity and entrepreneurship to 
work and become successful, but I also 
believe that it is important for this 
Congress to also focus on the needs of 
those who are part of the middle class 
and those who have fallen into poverty 
who want to be part of that middle 
class. 

It is time that Congress acted to ad-
dress the minimum wage crisis in our 
country. $7.25, which is the Federal 
minimum wage, is not a living wage in 
today’s America, and we need to recog-
nize that. We need to recognize that 
the Fair Minimum Wage Act of 2013, 
the bill that has been introduced by 
our House Democratic colleague, Rep-
resentative GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, and in the Senate by Senator 
TOM HARKIN of Iowa, is the type of 
commonsense legislation that a major-
ity of Americans expect this Congress 
to focus on. 

Gradually increasing the Federal 
minimum wage from a current rate of 
$7.25 an hour to $10.10 per hour by 2016 
in three 95-cent installments is the 
right economic step to take for our 
country and the people that we rep-
resent. $10.10 is the inflation-adjusted 
value of the minimum wage compared 
to what it was in the 1960s. Raising the 
tipped minimum wage from $2.13 per 
hour to $7.07 per hour. 

Now let’s talk about who these peo-
ple are that we are fighting to increase 
the wage for. First, these are low-wage 
workers who will benefit from an in-
crease in the minimum wage and are 
more likely to work full time. In fact, 
55 percent of those who are on min-
imum wage today work full time. 
Fifty-six percent of those on minimum 
wage today, Mr. Speaker, are women, 
and 80 percent are adults who are at 
least 20 years of age. 

Those are not the only groups that 
would benefit from the minimum wage. 
Increasing the minimum wage would 
also generate some $22 billion in eco-
nomic activity and create an addi-
tional 85,000 jobs nationwide. Contrary 
to what Republicans and some super- 
PACs may want the American people 
to believe, raising the minimum wage 
is good for the economy. It creates 
jobs, and it helps lift people out of pov-
erty. It would raise 4.6 million Ameri-
cans out of poverty and put an average 
of $1,700 back into the pockets of our 
country’s lowest-wage workers. 

In Nevada alone, over 139,000 people, 
20 percent of our State’s children, 
would be directly or indirectly affected 
by an increase in the minimum wage. 
Raising the minimum wage would ac-

tually take pressure off of our govern-
ment by allowing people to be in more 
sustaining wages that help them pro-
vide for themselves and their families 
rather than relying on Federal assist-
ance to take care of themselves. 

So these are the growing inequalities 
that we are here to talk about, Mr. 
Speaker, and one of the greatest 
threats to our Nation’s future is this 
issue of growing income inequality. 
Our country’s greatness was built on 
the foundation of the world’s most 
prosperous middle class and on a soci-
ety where those who worked hard had 
the opportunity to rise on that eco-
nomic ladder of opportunity. That has 
become far from the truth over the last 
30 years but particularly during the re-
covery from the Great Recession. 

Before I turn the time back over to 
my colleague and engage in a little bit 
of back and forth, I would like to look 
at this graph for a moment because it 
charts our country’s various recessions 
and depressions and our subsequent re-
coveries. In the Great Depression, ev-
eryone suffered. It devastated everyone 
in the economy, regardless of income. 
In the following years, when our econ-
omy started to grow again, all levels of 
income recovered at approximately the 
same rates that had declined. The top 1 
percent share of the recovery was only 
about 28 percent at the time. 

During the Clinton expansion years, 
in the 1990s, it was an economic boom 
for all levels of income. And although 
the top 1 percent held 45 percent of 
that growth, it was still a shared eco-
nomic prosperity. 

Moving ahead to the Bush expansion, 
after the 2001 recession, you can see 
more of the growth being concentrated 
in the top 1 percent at 65 percent. When 
the recession of 2007 to 2009 came 
about, only 49 percent of the loss be-
longed to the 1 percent despite the 
massive gains they had accrued during 
the Bush expansion. 

So this is not the type of economic 
system that we want for our country, 
where the wealthiest elite continues to 
grow and the Nation’s middle class 
shrinks and suffers, and that is what 
we are here to talk about tonight. 

I thank the gentleman from New 
York for yielding to me and I yield 
back. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman from Nevada for the 
very precise and comprehensive anal-
ysis that was given today on the House 
floor. 

b 2015 

There were several important points 
that you raised that I would like to 
elaborate on and perhaps have a follow- 
up discussion. One of the issues that 
you discuss relates to the failure of the 
economic expansion as well as the re-
coveries that have taken place increas-
ingly over the last several decades to 
benefit in any proportional way people 
in the middle class and those who as-
pire to be part of the middle class. This 
has been a trend that we have seen for 
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the last 30-plus years. It has been par-
ticularly pronounced in the 5 years or 
so since the economy collapsed in 2008. 

When we look at the recovery, I men-
tioned earlier today that it is a par-
ticularly schizophrenic and incon-
sistent one because we know that the 
stock market is way up, corporate 
profits are way up, CEO compensation 
is way up and the productivity of the 
American worker is way up, but middle 
class wages remain stagnant. 

Now, why is that a problem? This 
chart illustrates the fact that essen-
tially since 1950, the productivity of 
the American worker—our ability as 
workers throughout this country to 
produce more in a more efficient fash-
ion, costing less in time and resources, 
has consistently and exponentially in-
creased—the productivity of the Amer-
ican worker. But essentially over the 
last 30-plus years or so, wages con-
nected to that output of the American 
worker have remained flat. 

So what does that mean? That essen-
tially means that while the American 
worker is far more efficient and effec-
tive in doing their job and in being 
more productive, the profits and the 
output generated by the American 
worker have not inured to the employ-
ees. It has inured to the employer and 
a very small percentage of individuals. 

So when we talk about income in-
equality, we are not saying that we 
have a problem with success. We are 
saying everyone should benefit from 
the success that the American worker 
has created as opposed to just a small 
number of individuals—the so-called 
job creators. We are thankful for their 
ingenuity and their effort; but the re-
ality is the productivity of the Amer-
ican worker has increased, yet the mid-
dle class has not benefited. 

Back between 1978 and 2001, CEO 
compensation had increased 876 per-
cent—CEO compensation between 1978 
and 2001. And what has happened as it 
relates to compensation for the aver-
age American worker during that same 
time period? It has increased 5.4 per-
cent. That is a shameful difference, one 
that we should not tolerate in this 
great country. 

The other observation that my dis-
tinguished colleague made related to 
the fact that if we increase the min-
imum wage, it will not just benefit 
millions of Americans by lifting them 
out of poverty. Parenthetically, why in 
the world would we want a society 
where people work full-time through-
out an entire year yet find themselves 
in poverty? That makes no sense. But 
increasing the minimum wage benefits 
the economy, as my colleague indi-
cated, because it increases consumer 
demand. An increase in consumer de-
mand leads to economic growth, an in-
crease in economic growth leads to ad-
ditional job creation, and everybody 
benefits. It is a commonsense solution. 

So let me now turn to my colleague 
from Nevada for some parting 
thoughts. And I appreciate, as always, 
your comprehensive analysis and ob-
servation. 

Mr. HORSFORD. And I appreciate 
yours. Just to reinforce the point you 
were making, this chart illustrates the 
very facts of the matter. Why is it 
okay that Wall Street profits are at 
record highs over the last 3 years since 
2009, at 720 percent, but it is not okay 
to increase the minimum wage for mil-
lions upon millions of Americans who 
are using that minimum-wage job to 
provide for themselves and their fam-
ily? Why is it okay that the unemploy-
ment rate is over 102 percent during 
this period, but it is not okay to in-
crease the minimum wage for workers 
in this country? Why is it okay that 
CEO pay is 185 times bigger than the 
average worker according to the Eco-
nomic Policy Institute, but it is not 
okay to raise the minimum wage from 
$7.25, incrementally, to $10.10 in order 
to lift people out of poverty? And why 
is it okay that Americans’ home equity 
has dropped 35 percent during 2007–2009 
thereby affecting the very income 
wealth that the majority of middle 
class Americans did have and yet not 
help to lift our economy by raising the 
minimum wage? 

These are the questions that we 
would like to pose to our friends and 
colleagues on the other side. These are 
the questions that the American public 
expect this House of Representatives to 
debate, and these are the issues that 
would really go to the crux of closing 
the income inequality and moving eco-
nomic mobility forward in this coun-
try. 

I look forward to continuing to work 
with my colleagues on these and other 
measures. We have introduced legisla-
tion to increase the minimum wage, to 
extend unemployment insurance bene-
fits, to provide training to workers to 
move into high-growth sectors and to 
invest in our infrastructure to create 
the type of jobs that our country des-
perately needs. But we need our col-
leagues on the other side to work with 
us and our President to move these leg-
islative proposals forward and to stop 
the continued obstructionism that has 
plagued this Congress for far too long. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank my col-
league. 

In summation, income inequality is a 
threat to our economy and the integ-
rity of our democracy, and we must do 
everything possible to right this wrong 
in America. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposition to in-
come inequality in the United States. As mil-
lions of Americans remain without work, while 
others are underpaid or underemployed, it is 
imperative that we address the growing threat 
to our country that is income inequality. 

Since the 1970s, we have witnessed a dan-
gerous trend develop where wage growth for 
middle and lower income households has be-
come stagnant while incomes at the very top 
continue to rise sharply. From 1973 to 2005, 
real hourly wages for the top 10 percent rose 
by 30 percent or more, whereas the bottom 50 
percent of all Americans experienced only 
marginal real wage increases of a little more 
than 5 percent. 

The income gap is further amplified when 
comparing races. Overall, Caucasian males 
earn a median income of more than $40,000 
per year while African American males aver-
age roughly $30,000 during the same period. 
Hispanic Americans average just over $26,000 
in the same category. These discrepancies 
among demographics is alarming, considering 
those figures are even lower for women. 

The percentage of wealth controlled by the 
richest Americans is another disturbing fact 
that is often overlooked. The top 1 percent of 
Americans own 40 percent of our entire na-
tion’s wealth, while the bottom 80 percent of 
Americans share only 7 percent of the nation’s 
wealth. In historical terms, the last time our 
nation faced such a wide income gap was dur-
ing the 1920s leading up to the Great Depres-
sion. 

Mr. Speaker, while Congress struggles with 
raising the minimum wage, millions of working 
individuals and families across the country 
continue to struggle with stagnant pay and ris-
ing inflation. Unless we take a serious ap-
proach that transcends simply raising the min-
imum wage in order to curb income inequality, 
the consequences could prove catastrophic for 
our economy. 

f 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 2642, 
FEDERAL AGRICULTURE RE-
FORM AND RISK MANAGEMENT 
ACT OF 2013 

Mr. LUCAS (during the Special Order 
of Mr. JEFFRIES) submitted the fol-
lowing conference report and state-
ment on the bill (H.R. 2642) to provide 
for the reform and continuation of ag-
ricultural and other programs of the 
Department of Agriculture through fis-
cal year 2018, and for other purposes: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. 113–333) 
The committee of conference on the dis-

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 2642), to pro-
vide for the reform and continuation of agri-
cultural and other programs of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture through fiscal year 2018, 
and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference, have agreed to rec-
ommend and do recommend to their respec-
tive Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment 
to the amendment of the Senate and agree to 
the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted by the Senate amendment, insert the 
following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Agricultural Act of 2014’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Definition of Secretary of Agri-

culture. 
TITLE I—COMMODITIES 

Subtitle A—Repeals and Reforms 
PART I—REPEALS 

Sec. 1101. Repeal of direct payments. 
Sec. 1102. Repeal of counter-cyclical pay-

ments. 
Sec. 1103. Repeal of average crop revenue 

election program. 
PART II—COMMODITY POLICY 

Sec. 1111. Definitions. 
Sec. 1112. Base acres. 
Sec. 1113. Payment yields. 
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Sec. 1114. Payment acres. 
Sec. 1115. Producer election. 
Sec. 1116. Price loss coverage. 
Sec. 1117. Agriculture risk coverage. 
Sec. 1118. Producer agreements. 
Sec. 1119. Transition assistance for pro-

ducers of upland cotton. 
Subtitle B—Marketing Loans 

Sec. 1201. Availability of nonrecourse mar-
keting assistance loans for loan 
commodities. 

Sec. 1202. Loan rates for nonrecourse mar-
keting assistance loans. 

Sec. 1203. Term of loans. 
Sec. 1204. Repayment of loans. 
Sec. 1205. Loan deficiency payments. 
Sec. 1206. Payments in lieu of loan defi-

ciency payments for grazed 
acreage. 

Sec. 1207. Special marketing loan provisions 
for upland cotton. 

Sec. 1208. Special competitive provisions for 
extra long staple cotton. 

Sec. 1209. Availability of recourse loans for 
high moisture feed grains and 
seed cotton. 

Sec. 1210. Adjustments of loans. 
Subtitle C—Sugar 

Sec. 1301. Sugar policy. 
Subtitle D—Dairy 

PART I—MARGIN PROTECTION PROGRAM FOR 
DAIRY PRODUCERS 

Sec. 1401. Definitions. 
Sec. 1402. Calculation of average feed cost 

and actual dairy production 
margins. 

Sec. 1403. Establishment of margin protec-
tion program for dairy pro-
ducers. 

Sec. 1404. Participation of dairy operations 
in margin protection program. 

Sec. 1405. Production history of partici-
pating dairy operations. 

Sec. 1406. Margin protection payments. 
Sec. 1407. Premiums for margin protection 

program. 
Sec. 1408. Effect of failure to pay adminis-

trative fees or premiums. 
Sec. 1409. Duration. 
Sec. 1410. Administration and enforcement. 

PART II—REPEAL OR REAUTHORIZATION OF 
OTHER DAIRY-RELATED PROVISIONS 

Sec. 1421. Repeal of dairy product price sup-
port program. 

Sec. 1422. Temporary continuation and even-
tual repeal of milk income loss 
contract program. 

Sec. 1423. Repeal of dairy export incentive 
program. 

Sec. 1424. Extension of dairy forward pricing 
program. 

Sec. 1425. Extension of dairy indemnity pro-
gram. 

Sec. 1426. Extension of dairy promotion and 
research program. 

Sec. 1427. Repeal of Federal Milk Marketing 
Order Review Commission. 

PART III—DAIRY PRODUCT DONATION 
PROGRAM 

Sec. 1431. Dairy product donation program. 
Subtitle E—Supplemental Agricultural 

Disaster Assistance Programs 
Sec. 1501. Supplemental agricultural dis-

aster assistance. 
Subtitle F—Administration 

Sec. 1601. Administration generally. 
Sec. 1602. Suspension of permanent price 

support authority. 
Sec. 1603. Payment limitations. 
Sec. 1604. Rulemaking related to significant 

contribution for active personal 
management. 

Sec. 1605. Adjusted gross income limitation. 
Sec. 1606. Geographically disadvantaged 

farmers and ranchers. 

Sec. 1607. Personal liability of producers for 
deficiencies. 

Sec. 1608. Prevention of deceased individuals 
receiving payments under farm 
commodity programs. 

Sec. 1609. Technical corrections. 
Sec. 1610. Appeals. 
Sec. 1611. Assignment of payments. 
Sec. 1612. Tracking of benefits. 
Sec. 1613. Signature authority. 
Sec. 1614. Implementation. 
Sec. 1615. Research option. 

TITLE II—CONSERVATION 
Subtitle A—Conservation Reserve Program 

Sec. 2001. Extension and enrollment require-
ments of conservation reserve 
program. 

Sec. 2002. Farmable wetland program. 
Sec. 2003. Duties of owners and operators. 
Sec. 2004. Duties of the Secretary. 
Sec. 2005. Payments. 
Sec. 2006. Contract requirements. 
Sec. 2007. Conversion of land subject to con-

tract to other conserving uses. 
Sec. 2008. Effect on existing contracts. 

Subtitle B—Conservation Stewardship 
Program 

Sec. 2101. Conservation stewardship pro-
gram. 

Subtitle C—Environmental Quality 
Incentives Program 

Sec. 2201. Purposes. 
Sec. 2202. Definitions. 
Sec. 2203. Establishment and administra-

tion. 
Sec. 2204. Evaluation of applications. 
Sec. 2205. Duties of producers. 
Sec. 2206. Limitation on payments. 
Sec. 2207. Conservation innovation grants 

and payments. 
Sec. 2208. Effect on existing contracts. 

Subtitle D—Agricultural Conservation 
Easement Program 

Sec. 2301. Agricultural conservation ease-
ment program. 

Subtitle E—Regional Conservation 
Partnership Program 

Sec. 2401. Regional conservation partnership 
program. 

Subtitle F—Other Conservation Programs 
Sec. 2501. Conservation of private grazing 

land. 
Sec. 2502. Grassroots source water protec-

tion program. 
Sec. 2503. Voluntary public access and habi-

tat incentive program. 
Sec. 2504. Agriculture conservation experi-

enced services program. 
Sec. 2505. Small watershed rehabilitation 

program. 
Sec. 2506. Emergency watershed protection 

program. 
Sec. 2507. Terminal Lakes. 
Sec. 2508. Soil and Water Resources Con-

servation. 

Subtitle G—Funding and Administration 

Sec. 2601. Funding. 
Sec. 2602. Technical assistance. 
Sec. 2603. Regional equity. 
Sec. 2604. Reservation of funds to provide as-

sistance to certain farmers or 
ranchers for conservation ac-
cess. 

Sec. 2605. Annual report on program enroll-
ments and assistance. 

Sec. 2606. Administrative requirements ap-
plicable to all conservation pro-
grams. 

Sec. 2607. Standards for State technical 
committees. 

Sec. 2608. Rulemaking authority. 
Sec. 2609. Wetlands mitigation. 
Sec. 2610. Lesser prairie-chicken conserva-

tion report. 

Sec. 2611. Highly erodible land and wetland 
conservation for crop insur-
ance. 

Subtitle H—Repeal of Superseded Program 
Authorities and Transitional Provisions; 
Technical Amendments 

Sec. 2701. Comprehensive conservation en-
hancement program. 

Sec. 2702. Emergency forestry conservation 
reserve program. 

Sec. 2703. Wetlands reserve program. 
Sec. 2704. Farmland protection program and 

farm viability program. 
Sec. 2705. Grassland reserve program. 
Sec. 2706. Agricultural water enhancement 

program. 
Sec. 2707. Wildlife habitat incentive pro-

gram. 
Sec. 2708. Great Lakes basin program. 
Sec. 2709. Chesapeake Bay watershed pro-

gram. 
Sec. 2710. Cooperative conservation partner-

ship initiative. 
Sec. 2711. Environmental easement program. 
Sec. 2712. Temporary administration of con-

servation programs. 
Sec. 2713. Technical amendments. 

TITLE III—TRADE 

Subtitle A—Food for Peace Act 

Sec. 3001. General authority. 
Sec. 3002. Set-aside for support for organiza-

tions through which non-
emergency assistance is pro-
vided. 

Sec. 3003. Food aid quality. 
Sec. 3004. Minimum levels of assistance. 
Sec. 3005. Food Aid Consultative Group. 
Sec. 3006. Oversight, monitoring, and eval-

uation. 
Sec. 3007. Assistance for stockpiling and 

rapid transportation, delivery, 
and distribution of shelf-stable 
prepackaged foods. 

Sec. 3008. Impact on local farmers and econ-
omy and report on use of funds. 

Sec. 3009. Prepositioning of agricultural 
commodities. 

Sec. 3010. Annual report regarding food aid 
programs and activities. 

Sec. 3011. Deadline for agreements to fi-
nance sales or to provide other 
assistance. 

Sec. 3012. Minimum level of nonemergency 
food assistance. 

Sec. 3013. Micronutrient fortification pro-
grams. 

Sec. 3014. John Ogonowski and Doug Bereu-
ter Farmer-to-Farmer Pro-
gram. 

Sec. 3015. Coordination of foreign assistance 
programs report. 

Subtitle B—Agricultural Trade Act of 1978 

Sec. 3101. Export credit guarantee program. 
Sec. 3102. Funding for market access pro-

gram. 
Sec. 3103. Foreign market development co-

operator program. 

Subtitle C—Other Agricultural Trade Laws 

Sec. 3201. Food for Progress Act of 1985. 
Sec. 3202. Bill Emerson Humanitarian Trust 

Act. 
Sec. 3203. Promotion of agricultural exports 

to emerging markets. 
Sec. 3204. McGovern-Dole International 

Food for Education and Child 
Nutrition Program. 

Sec. 3205. Technical assistance for specialty 
crops. 

Sec. 3206. Global Crop Diversity Trust. 
Sec. 3207. Local and regional food aid pro-

curement projects. 
Sec. 3208. Under Secretary of Agriculture for 

Trade and Foreign Agricultural 
Affairs. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:39 Jan 28, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00018 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0655 E:\CR\FM\A27JA7.003 H27JAPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

3T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H1271 January 27, 2014 
TITLE IV—NUTRITION 

Subtitle A—Supplemental Nutrition 
Assistance Program 

Sec. 4001. Preventing payment of cash to re-
cipients of supplemental nutri-
tion assistance benefits for the 
return of empty bottles and 
cans used to contain food pur-
chased with benefits provided 
under the program. 

Sec. 4002. Retail food stores. 
Sec. 4003. Enhancing services to elderly and 

disabled supplemental nutrition 
assistance program partici-
pants. 

Sec. 4004. Food distribution program on In-
dian reservations. 

Sec. 4005. Exclusion of medical marijuana 
from excess medical expense de-
duction. 

Sec. 4006. Standard utility allowances based 
on the receipt of energy assist-
ance payments. 

Sec. 4007. Eligibility disqualifications. 
Sec. 4008. Eligibility disqualifications for 

certain convicted felons. 
Sec. 4009. Ending supplemental nutrition as-

sistance program benefits for 
lottery or gambling winners. 

Sec. 4010. Improving security of food assist-
ance. 

Sec. 4011. Technology modernization for re-
tail food stores. 

Sec. 4012. Use of benefits for purchase of 
community-supported agri-
culture share. 

Sec. 4013. Improved wage verification using 
the National Directory of New 
Hires. 

Sec. 4014. Restaurant meals program. 
Sec. 4015. Mandating State immigration 

verification. 
Sec. 4016. Data exchange standardization for 

improved interoperability. 
Sec. 4017. Pilot projects to improve Federal- 

State cooperation in identi-
fying and reducing fraud in the 
supplemental nutrition assist-
ance program. 

Sec. 4018. Prohibiting government-sponsored 
recruitment activities. 

Sec. 4019. Tolerance level for excluding 
small errors. 

Sec. 4020. Quality control standards. 
Sec. 4021. Performance bonus payments. 
Sec. 4022. Pilot projects to reduce depend-

ency and increase work require-
ments and work effort under 
supplemental nutrition assist-
ance program. 

Sec. 4023. Cooperation with program re-
search and evaluation. 

Sec. 4024. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 4025. Review, report, and regulation of 

cash nutrition assistance pro-
gram benefits provided in Puer-
to Rico. 

Sec. 4026. Assistance for community food 
projects. 

Sec. 4027. Emergency food assistance. 
Sec. 4028. Nutrition education. 
Sec. 4029. Retail food store and recipient 

trafficking. 
Sec. 4030. Technical and conforming amend-

ments. 
Sec. 4031. Commonwealth of the Northern 

Mariana Islands pilot program. 
Sec. 4032. Annual State report on 

verification of SNAP participa-
tion. 

Sec. 4033. Service of traditional foods in 
public facilities. 

Subtitle B—Commodity Distribution 
Programs 

Sec. 4101. Commodity distribution program. 
Sec. 4102. Commodity supplemental food 

program. 

Sec. 4103. Distribution of surplus commod-
ities to special nutrition 
projects. 

Sec. 4104. Processing of commodities. 
Subtitle C—Miscellaneous 

Sec. 4201. Purchase of fresh fruits and vege-
tables for distribution to 
schools and service institu-
tions. 

Sec. 4202. Pilot project for procurement of 
unprocessed fruits and vegeta-
bles. 

Sec. 4203. Seniors farmers’ market nutrition 
program. 

Sec. 4204. Dietary Guidelines for Americans. 
Sec. 4205. Multiagency task force. 
Sec. 4206. Healthy Food Financing Initia-

tive. 
Sec. 4207. Purchase of Halal and Kosher food 

for emergency food assistance 
program. 

Sec. 4208. Food insecurity nutrition incen-
tive. 

Sec. 4209. Food and agriculture service 
learning program. 

Sec. 4210. Nutrition information and aware-
ness pilot program. 

Sec. 4211. Termination of existing agree-
ment. 

Sec. 4212. Review of sole-source contracts in 
Federal nutrition programs. 

Sec. 4213. Pulse crop products. 
Sec. 4214. Pilot project for canned, frozen, or 

dried fruits and vegetables. 
TITLE V—CREDIT 

Subtitle A—Farm Ownership Loans 
Sec. 5001. Eligibility for farm ownership 

loans. 
Sec. 5002. Conservation loan and loan guar-

antee program. 
Sec. 5003. Joint financing arrangements. 
Sec. 5004. Elimination of mineral rights ap-

praisal requirement. 
Sec. 5005. Down payment loan program. 

Subtitle B—Operating Loans 
Sec. 5101. Eligibility for farm operating 

loans. 
Sec. 5102. Elimination of rural residency re-

quirement for operating loans 
to youth. 

Sec. 5103. Defaults by youth loan borrowers. 
Sec. 5104. Term limits on direct operating 

loans. 
Sec. 5105. Valuation of local or regional 

crops. 
Sec. 5106. Microloans. 
Sec. 5107. Term limits on guaranteed oper-

ating loans. 
Subtitle C—Emergency Loans 

Sec. 5201. Eligibility for emergency loans. 
Subtitle D—Administrative Provisions 

Sec. 5301. Beginning farmer and rancher in-
dividual development accounts 
pilot program. 

Sec. 5302. Farmer loan pilot projects. 
Sec. 5303. Definition of qualified beginning 

farmer or rancher. 
Sec. 5304. Loan authorization levels. 
Sec. 5305. Loan fund set-asides. 
Sec. 5306. Borrower training. 

Subtitle E—Miscellaneous 
Sec. 5401. State agricultural mediation pro-

grams. 
Sec. 5402. Loans to purchasers of highly 

fractionated land. 
Sec. 5403. Removal of duplicative appraisals. 
Sec. 5404. Compensation disclosure by Farm 

Credit System institutions. 
TITLE VI—RURAL DEVELOPMENT 

Subtitle A—Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act 

Sec. 6001. Water, waste disposal, and waste-
water facility grants. 

Sec. 6002. Elimination of reservation of com-
munity facilities grant program 
funds. 

Sec. 6003. Rural water and wastewater cir-
cuit rider program. 

Sec. 6004. Use of loan guarantees for commu-
nity facilities. 

Sec. 6005. Tribal college and university es-
sential community facilities. 

Sec. 6006. Essential community facilities 
technical assistance and train-
ing. 

Sec. 6007. Emergency and imminent commu-
nity water assistance grant pro-
gram. 

Sec. 6008. Water systems for rural and na-
tive villages in Alaska. 

Sec. 6009. Household water well systems. 
Sec. 6010. Rural business and industry loan 

program. 
Sec. 6011. Solid waste management grants. 
Sec. 6012. Rural business development 

grants. 
Sec. 6013. Rural cooperative development 

grants. 
Sec. 6014. Locally or regionally produced ag-

ricultural food products. 
Sec. 6015. Appropriate technology transfer 

for rural areas program. 
Sec. 6016. Rural economic area partnership 

zones. 
Sec. 6017. Intermediary relending program. 
Sec. 6018. Rural college coordinated strat-

egy. 
Sec. 6019. Rural water and waste disposal in-

frastructure. 
Sec. 6020. Simplified applications. 
Sec. 6021. National Rural Development Part-

nership. 
Sec. 6022. Grants for NOAA weather radio 

transmitters. 
Sec. 6023. Rural microentrepreneur assist-

ance program. 
Sec. 6024. Health care services. 
Sec. 6025. Strategic economic and commu-

nity development. 
Sec. 6026. Delta Regional Authority. 
Sec. 6027. Northern Great Plains Regional 

Authority. 
Sec. 6028. Rural business investment pro-

gram. 
Subtitle B—Rural Electrification Act of 1936 
Sec. 6101. Fees for certain loan guarantees. 
Sec. 6102. Guarantees for bonds and notes 

issued for electrification or 
telephone purposes. 

Sec. 6103. Expansion of 911 access. 
Sec. 6104. Access to broadband telecommuni-

cations services in rural areas. 
Sec. 6105. Rural Gigabit Network Pilot Pro-

gram. 
Subtitle C—Miscellaneous 

Sec. 6201. Distance learning and telemedi-
cine. 

Sec. 6202. Agricultural transportation. 
Sec. 6203. Value-added agricultural product 

market development grants. 
Sec. 6204. Agriculture innovation center 

demonstration program. 
Sec. 6205. Rural energy savings program. 
Sec. 6206. Study of rural transportation 

issues. 
Sec. 6207. Regional economic and infrastruc-

ture development. 
Sec. 6208. Definition of rural area for pur-

poses of the Housing Act of 
1949. 

Sec. 6209. Program metrics. 
Sec. 6210. Funding of pending rural develop-

ment loan and grant applica-
tions. 

TITLE VII—RESEARCH, EXTENSION, AND 
RELATED MATTERS 

Subtitle A—National Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 

Sec. 7101. Option to be included as non-land- 
grant college of agriculture. 

Sec. 7102. National Agricultural Research, 
Extension, Education, and Eco-
nomics Advisory Board. 
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Sec. 7103. Specialty crop committee. 
Sec. 7104. Veterinary services grant pro-

gram. 
Sec. 7105. Grants and fellowships for food 

and agriculture sciences edu-
cation. 

Sec. 7106. Agricultural and food policy re-
search centers. 

Sec. 7107. Education grants to Alaska Native 
serving institutions and Native 
Hawaiian serving institutions. 

Sec. 7108. Repeal of human nutrition inter-
vention and health promotion 
research program. 

Sec. 7109. Repeal of pilot research program 
to combine medical and agri-
cultural research. 

Sec. 7110. Nutrition education program. 
Sec. 7111. Continuing animal health and dis-

ease research programs. 
Sec. 7112. Grants to upgrade agricultural 

and food sciences facilities at 
1890 land-grant colleges, includ-
ing Tuskegee University. 

Sec. 7113. Grants to upgrade agriculture and 
food science facilities and 
equipment at insular area land- 
grant institutions. 

Sec. 7114. Repeal of national research and 
training virtual centers. 

Sec. 7115. Hispanic-serving institutions. 
Sec. 7116. Competitive Grants Program for 

Hispanic Agricultural Workers 
and Youth. 

Sec. 7117. Competitive grants for inter-
national agricultural science 
and education programs. 

Sec. 7118. Repeal of research equipment 
grants. 

Sec. 7119. University research. 
Sec. 7120. Extension service. 
Sec. 7121. Auditing, reporting, bookkeeping, 

and administrative require-
ments. 

Sec. 7122. Supplemental and alternative 
crops. 

Sec. 7123. Capacity building grants for 
NLGCA institutions. 

Sec. 7124. Aquaculture assistance programs. 
Sec. 7125. Rangeland research programs. 
Sec. 7126. Special authorization for biosecu-

rity planning and response. 
Sec. 7127. Distance education and resident 

instruction grants program for 
insular area institutions of 
higher education. 

Sec. 7128. Matching funds requirement. 
Sec. 7129. Designation of Central State Uni-

versity as 1890 institution. 

Subtitle B—Food, Agriculture, Conservation, 
and Trade Act of 1990 

Sec. 7201. Best utilization of biological ap-
plications. 

Sec. 7202. Integrated management systems. 
Sec. 7203. Sustainable agriculture tech-

nology development and trans-
fer program. 

Sec. 7204. National training program. 
Sec. 7205. National Genetics Resources Pro-

gram. 
Sec. 7206. National Agricultural Weather In-

formation System. 
Sec. 7207. Repeal of rural electronic com-

merce extension program. 
Sec. 7208. Agricultural Genome Initiative. 
Sec. 7209. High-priority research and exten-

sion initiatives. 
Sec. 7210. Repeal of nutrient management 

research and extension initia-
tive. 

Sec. 7211. Organic agriculture research and 
extension initiative. 

Sec. 7212. Repeal of agricultural bioenergy 
feedstock and energy efficiency 
research and extension initia-
tive. 

Sec. 7213. Farm business management. 

Sec. 7214. Centers of excellence. 
Sec. 7215. Repeal of red meat safety research 

center. 
Sec. 7216. Assistive technology program for 

farmers with disabilities. 
Sec. 7217. National rural information center 

clearinghouse. 
Subtitle C—Agricultural Research, 

Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 
Sec. 7301. Relevance and merit of agricul-

tural research, extension, and 
education funded by the De-
partment. 

Sec. 7302. Integrated research, education, 
and extension competitive 
grants program. 

Sec. 7303. Support for research regarding 
diseases of wheat, triticale, and 
barley caused by Fusarium 
graminearum or by Tilletia 
indica. 

Sec. 7304. Repeal of Bovine Johne’s disease 
control program. 

Sec. 7305. Grants for youth organizations. 
Sec. 7306. Specialty crop research initiative. 
Sec. 7307. [H7308] Food animal residue avoid-

ance database program. 
Sec. 7308. Repeal of national swine research 

center. 
Sec. 7309. Office of pest management policy. 
Sec. 7310. Forestry products advanced utili-

zation research. 
Sec. 7311. Repeal of studies of agricultural 

research, extension, and edu-
cation. 

Subtitle D—Other Laws 
Sec. 7401. Critical Agricultural Materials 

Act. 
Sec. 7402. Equity in Educational Land-Grant 

Status Act of 1994. 
Sec. 7403. Research Facilities Act. 
Sec. 7404. Competitive, Special, and Facili-

ties Research Grant Act. 
Sec. 7405. Renewable Resources Extension 

Act of 1978. 
Sec. 7406. National Aquaculture Act of 1980. 
Sec. 7407. Repeal of use of remote sensing 

data. 
Sec. 7408. Repeal of reports under Farm Se-

curity and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002. 

Sec. 7409. Beginning farmer and rancher de-
velopment program. 

Sec. 7410. National Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act Amendments of 1985. 

Subtitle E—Food, Conservation, and Energy 
Act of 2008 

PART I—AGRICULTURAL SECURITY 
Sec. 7501. Agricultural biosecurity commu-

nication center. 
Sec. 7502. Assistance to build local capacity 

in agricultural biosecurity 
planning, preparation, and re-
sponse. 

Sec. 7503. Research and development of agri-
cultural countermeasures. 

Sec. 7504. Agricultural biosecurity grant 
program. 

PART II—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 
Sec. 7511. Enhanced use lease authority pilot 

program. 
Sec. 7512. Grazinglands research laboratory. 
Sec. 7513. Budget submission and funding. 
Sec. 7514. Repeal of seed distribution. 
Sec. 7515. Natural products research pro-

gram. 
Sec. 7516. Sun grant program. 
Sec. 7517. Repeal of study and report on food 

deserts. 
Sec. 7518. Repeal of agricultural and rural 

transportation research and 
education. 

Subtitle F—Miscellaneous Provisions 
Sec. 7601. Foundation for Food and Agri-

culture Research. 

Sec. 7602. Concessions and agreements with 
nonprofit organizations for Na-
tional Arboretum. 

Sec. 7603. Agricultural and food law re-
search, legal tools, and infor-
mation. 

Sec. 7604. Cotton Disease Research Report. 
Sec. 7605. Miscellaneous technical correc-

tions. 
Sec. 7606. Legitimacy of industrial hemp re-

search. 
TITLE VIII—FORESTRY 

Subtitle A—Repeal of Certain Forestry 
Programs 

Sec. 8001. Forest land enhancement pro-
gram. 

Sec. 8002. Watershed forestry assistance pro-
gram. 

Sec. 8003. Expired cooperative national for-
est products marketing pro-
gram. 

Sec. 8004. Hispanic-serving institution agri-
cultural land national re-
sources leadership program. 

Sec. 8005. Tribal watershed forestry assist-
ance program. 

Sec. 8006. Separate Forest Service decision-
making and appeals process. 

Subtitle B—Reauthorization of Cooperative 
Forestry Assistance Act of 1978 Programs 

Sec. 8101. State-wide assessment and strate-
gies for forest resources. 

Subtitle C—Reauthorization of Other 
Forestry-related Laws 

Sec. 8201. Rural revitalization technologies. 
Sec. 8202. Office of International Forestry. 
Sec. 8203. Healthy forests reserve program. 
Sec. 8204. Insect and disease infestation. 
Sec. 8205. Stewardship end result con-

tracting projects. 
Sec. 8206. Good neighbor authority. 

Subtitle D—Miscellaneous Provisions 
Sec. 8301. Revision of strategic plan for for-

est inventory and analysis. 
Sec. 8302. Forest service participation in 

ACES program. 
Sec. 8303. Extension of stewardship con-

tracts authority regarding use 
of designation by prescription 
to all thinning sales under Na-
tional Forest Management Act 
of 1976. 

Sec. 8304. Reimbursement of fire funds. 
Sec. 8305. Forest Service large airtanker and 

aerial asset firefighting recapi-
talization pilot program. 

Sec. 8306. Land conveyance, Jefferson Na-
tional Forest in Wise County, 
Virginia. 

TITLE IX—ENERGY 
Sec. 9001. Definitions. 
Sec. 9002. Biobased markets program. 
Sec. 9003. Biorefinery assistance. 
Sec. 9004. Repowering assistance program. 
Sec. 9005. Bioenergy program for advanced 

biofuels. 
Sec. 9006. Biodiesel fuel education program. 
Sec. 9007. Rural Energy for America Pro-

gram. 
Sec. 9008. Biomass research and develop-

ment. 
Sec. 9009. Feedstock Flexibility Program for 

Bioenergy Producers. 
Sec. 9010. Biomass Crop Assistance Program. 
Sec. 9011. Repeal of forest biomass for en-

ergy. 
Sec. 9012. Community wood energy program. 
Sec. 9013. Repeal of biofuels infrastructure 

study. 
Sec. 9014. Repeal of renewable fertilizer 

study. 
Sec. 9015. Energy efficiency report for USDA 

facilities. 
TITLE X—HORTICULTURE 

Sec. 10001. Specialty crops market news al-
location. 
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Sec. 10002. Repeal of grant program to im-

prove movement of specialty 
crops. 

Sec. 10003. Farmers’ market and local food 
promotion program. 

Sec. 10004. Organic agriculture. 
Sec. 10005. Investigations and enforcement 

of the Organic Foods Produc-
tion Act of 1990. 

Sec. 10006. Food safety education initiatives. 
Sec. 10007. Consolidation of plant pest and 

disease management and dis-
aster prevention programs. 

Sec. 10008. Importation of seed. 
Sec. 10009. Bulk shipments of apples to Can-

ada. 
Sec. 10010. Specialty crop block grants. 
Sec. 10011. Department of Agriculture con-

sultation regarding enforce-
ment of certain labor law provi-
sions. 

Sec. 10012. Report on honey. 
Sec. 10013. Reports to Congress. 
Sec. 10014. Stay of regulations. 
Sec. 10015. Regulation of sulfuryl fluoride. 
Sec. 10016. Local food production and pro-

gram evaluation. 
Sec. 10017. Clarification of use of funds for 

technical assistance. 

TITLE XI—CROP INSURANCE 

Sec. 11001. Information sharing. 
Sec. 11002. Publication of information on 

violations of prohibition on pre-
mium adjustments. 

Sec. 11003. Supplemental coverage option. 
Sec. 11004. Crop margin coverage option. 
Sec. 11005. Premium amounts for cata-

strophic risk protection. 
Sec. 11006. Permanent enterprise unit sub-

sidy. 
Sec. 11007. Enterprise units for irrigated and 

nonirrigated crops. 
Sec. 11008. Data collection. 
Sec. 11009. Adjustment in actual production 

history to establish insurable 
yields. 

Sec. 11010. Submission of policies and Board 
review and approval. 

Sec. 11011. Consultation. 
Sec. 11012. Budget limitations on renegoti-

ation of the standard reinsur-
ance agreement. 

Sec. 11013. Test weight for corn. 
Sec. 11014. Crop production on native sod. 
Sec. 11015. Coverage levels by practice. 
Sec. 11016. Beginning farmer and rancher 

provisions. 
Sec. 11017. Stacked income protection plan 

for producers of upland cotton. 
Sec. 11018. Peanut revenue crop insurance. 
Sec. 11019. Authority to correct errors. 
Sec. 11020. Implementation. 
Sec. 11021. Crop insurance fraud. 
Sec. 11022. Research and development prior-

ities. 
Sec. 11023. Crop insurance for organic crops. 
Sec. 11024. Program compliance partner-

ships. 
Sec. 11025. Pilot programs. 
Sec. 11026. Index-based weather insurance 

pilot program. 
Sec. 11027. Enhancing producer self-help 

through farm financial 
benchmarking. 

Sec. 11028. Technical amendments. 

TITLE XII—MISCELLANEOUS 

Subtitle A—Livestock 

Sec. 12101. Trichinae certification program. 
Sec. 12102. Sheep production and marketing 

grant program. 
Sec. 12103. National Aquatic Animal Health 

Plan. 
Sec. 12104. Country of origin labeling. 
Sec. 12105. National animal health labora-

tory network. 
Sec. 12106. Food safety inspection. 

Sec. 12107. National Poultry Improvement 
Plan. 

Sec. 12108. Sense of Congress regarding feral 
swine eradication. 

Subtitle B—Socially Disadvantaged 
Producers and Limited Resource Producers 

Sec. 12201. Outreach and assistance for so-
cially disadvantaged farmers 
and ranchers and veteran farm-
ers and ranchers. 

Sec. 12202. Office of Advocacy and Outreach. 
Sec. 12203. Socially Disadvantaged Farmers 

and Ranchers Policy Research 
Center. 

Sec. 12204. Receipt for service or denial of 
service from certain depart-
ment of agriculture agencies. 

Subtitle C—Other Miscellaneous Provisions 
Sec. 12301. Grants to improve supply, sta-

bility, safety, and training of 
agricultural labor force. 

Sec. 12302. Program benefit eligibility status 
for participants in high plains 
water study. 

Sec. 12303. Office of Tribal Relations. 
Sec. 12304. Military Veterans Agricultural 

Liaison. 
Sec. 12305. Noninsured crop assistance pro-

gram. 
Sec. 12306. Acer access and development pro-

gram. 
Sec. 12307. Science Advisory Board. 
Sec. 12308. Amendments to Animal Welfare 

Act. 
Sec. 12309. Produce represented as grown in 

the United States when it is not 
in fact grown in the United 
States. 

Sec. 12310. Report on water sharing. 
Sec. 12311. Scientific and economic analysis 

of the FDA Food Safety Mod-
ernization Act. 

Sec. 12312. Payment in lieu of taxes. 
Sec. 12313. Silvicultural activities. 
Sec. 12314. Pima agriculture cotton trust 

fund. 
Sec. 12315. Agriculture Wool Apparel Manu-

facturers Trust Fund. 
Sec. 12316. Wool research and promotion. 

Subtitle D—Oilheat Efficiency, Renewable 
Fuel Research and Jobs Training 

Sec. 12401. Short title. 
Sec. 12402. Findings and purposes. 
Sec. 12403. Definitions. 
Sec. 12404. Membership. 
Sec. 12405. Functions. 
Sec. 12406. Assessments. 
Sec. 12407. Market survey and consumer pro-

tection. 
Sec. 12408. Lobbying restrictions. 
Sec. 12409. Noncompliance. 
Sec. 12410. Sunset. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITION OF SECRETARY OF AGRI-

CULTURE. 
In this Act, the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means 

the Secretary of Agriculture. 
TITLE I—COMMODITIES 

Subtitle A—Repeals and Reforms 
PART I—REPEALS 

SEC. 1101. REPEAL OF DIRECT PAYMENTS. 
Sections 1103 and 1303 of the Food, Con-

servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
8713, 8753) are repealed. 
SEC. 1102. REPEAL OF COUNTER-CYCLICAL PAY-

MENTS. 
(a) REPEAL.—Sections 1104 and 1304 of the 

Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 
(7 U.S.C. 8714, 8754) are repealed. 

(b) CONTINUED APPLICATION FOR 2013 CROP 
YEAR.—Sections 1104 and 1304 of the Food, 
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 8714, 8754), as in effect on the day be-
fore the date of enactment of this Act, shall 
continue to apply through the 2013 crop year 
with respect to all covered commodities (as 

defined in section 1001 of that Act (7 U.S.C. 
8702)) and peanuts on a farm. 
SEC. 1103. REPEAL OF AVERAGE CROP REVENUE 

ELECTION PROGRAM. 
(a) REPEAL.—Section 1105 of the Food, Con-

servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
8715) is repealed. 

(b) CONTINUED APPLICATION FOR 2013 CROP 
YEAR.—Section 1105 of the Food, Conserva-
tion, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8715), 
as in effect on the day before the date of en-
actment of this Act, shall continue to apply 
through the 2013 crop year with respect to all 
covered commodities (as defined in section 
1001 of that Act (7 U.S.C. 8702)) and peanuts 
on a farm for which the irrevocable election 
under section 1105 of that Act was made be-
fore the date of enactment of this Act. 

PART II—COMMODITY POLICY 
SEC. 1111. DEFINITIONS. 

In this subtitle and subtitle B: 
(1) ACTUAL CROP REVENUE.—The term ‘‘ac-

tual crop revenue’’, with respect to a covered 
commodity for a crop year, means the 
amount determined by the Secretary under 
section 1117(b). 

(2) AGRICULTURE RISK COVERAGE.—The term 
‘‘agriculture risk coverage’’ means coverage 
provided under section 1117. 

(3) AGRICULTURE RISK COVERAGE GUAR-
ANTEE.—The term ‘‘agriculture risk coverage 
guarantee’’, with respect to a covered com-
modity for a crop year, means the amount 
determined by the Secretary under section 
1117(c). 

(4) BASE ACRES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘base acres’’, 

with respect to a covered commodity on a 
farm, means the number of acres in effect 
under sections 1001 and 1301 of the Food, Con-
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
8702, 8751), as adjusted pursuant to sections 
1101, 1108, and 1302 of such Act (7 U.S.C. 8711, 
8718, 8752), as in effect on September 30, 2013, 
subject to any reallocation, adjustment, or 
reduction under section 1112 of this Act. 

(B) INCLUSION OF GENERIC BASE ACRES.—The 
term ‘‘base acres’’ includes any generic base 
acres planted to a covered commodity as de-
termined in section 1114(b). 

(5) COUNTY COVERAGE.—The term ‘‘county 
coverage’’ means agriculture risk coverage 
selected under section 1115(b)(1) to be ob-
tained at the county level. 

(6) COVERED COMMODITY.—The term ‘‘cov-
ered commodity’’ means wheat, oats, and 
barley (including wheat, oats, and barley 
used for haying and grazing), corn, grain sor-
ghum, long grain rice, medium grain rice, 
pulse crops, soybeans, other oilseeds, and 
peanuts. 

(7) EFFECTIVE PRICE.—The term ‘‘effective 
price’’, with respect to a covered commodity 
for a crop year, means the price calculated 
by the Secretary under section 1116(b) to de-
termine whether price loss coverage pay-
ments are required to be provided for that 
crop year. 

(8) EXTRA LONG STAPLE COTTON.—The term 
‘‘extra long staple cotton’’ means cotton 
that— 

(A) is produced from pure strain varieties 
of the Barbadense species or any hybrid of 
the species, or other similar types of extra 
long staple cotton, designated by the Sec-
retary, having characteristics needed for 
various end uses for which United States up-
land cotton is not suitable and grown in irri-
gated cotton-growing regions of the United 
States designated by the Secretary or other 
areas designated by the Secretary as suitable 
for the production of the varieties or types; 
and 

(B) is ginned on a roller-type gin or, if au-
thorized by the Secretary, ginned on another 
type gin for experimental purposes. 

(9) GENERIC BASE ACRES.—The term ‘‘ge-
neric base acres’’ means the number of base 
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acres for cotton in effect under section 1001 
of the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 8702), as adjusted pursuant to 
section 1101 of such Act (7 U.S.C. 8711), as in 
effect on September 30, 2013, subject to any 
adjustment or reduction under section 1112 
of this Act. 

(10) INDIVIDUAL COVERAGE.—The term ‘‘in-
dividual coverage’’ means agriculture risk 
coverage selected under section 1115(b)(2) to 
be obtained at the farm level. 

(11) MEDIUM GRAIN RICE.—The term ‘‘me-
dium grain rice’’ includes short grain rice 
and temperate japonica rice. 

(12) OTHER OILSEED.—The term ‘‘other oil-
seed’’ means a crop of sunflower seed, 
rapeseed, canola, safflower, flaxseed, mus-
tard seed, crambe, sesame seed, or any oil-
seed designated by the Secretary. 

(13) PAYMENT ACRES.—The term ‘‘payment 
acres’’, with respect to the provision of price 
loss coverage payments and agriculture risk 
coverage payments, means the number of 
acres determined for a farm under section 
1114. 

(14) PAYMENT YIELD.—The term ‘‘payment 
yield’’, for a farm for a covered commodity— 

(A) means the yield used to make pay-
ments pursuant to section 1104 or 1304 of the 
Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 
(7 U.S.C. 8714, 8754), as in effect on September 
30, 2013; or 

(B) means the yield established under sec-
tion 1113 of this Act. 

(15) PRICE LOSS COVERAGE.—The term 
‘‘price loss coverage’’ means coverage pro-
vided under section 1116. 

(16) PRODUCER.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘producer’’ 

means an owner, operator, landlord, tenant, 
or sharecropper that shares in the risk of 
producing a crop and is entitled to share in 
the crop available for marketing from the 
farm, or would have shared had the crop been 
produced. 

(B) HYBRID SEED.—In determining whether 
a grower of hybrid seed is a producer, the 
Secretary shall— 

(i) not take into consideration the exist-
ence of a hybrid seed contract; and 

(ii) ensure that program requirements do 
not adversely affect the ability of the grower 
to receive a payment under this title. 

(17) PULSE CROP.—The term ‘‘pulse crop’’ 
means dry peas, lentils, small chickpeas, and 
large chickpeas. 

(18) REFERENCE PRICE.—The term ‘‘ref-
erence price’’, with respect to a covered com-
modity for a crop year, means the following: 

(A) For wheat, $5.50 per bushel. 
(B) For corn, $3.70 per bushel. 
(C) For grain sorghum, $3.95 per bushel. 
(D) For barley, $4.95 per bushel. 
(E) For oats, $2.40 per bushel. 
(F) For long grain rice, $14.00 per hundred-

weight. 
(G) For medium grain rice, $14.00 per hun-

dredweight. 
(H) For soybeans, $8.40 per bushel. 
(I) For other oilseeds, $20.15 per hundred-

weight. 
(J) For peanuts, $535.00 per ton. 
(K) For dry peas, $11.00 per hundredweight. 
(L) For lentils, $19.97 per hundredweight. 
(M) For small chickpeas, $19.04 per hun-

dredweight. 
(N) For large chickpeas, $21.54 per hundred-

weight. 
(19) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 

means the Secretary of Agriculture. 
(20) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means— 
(A) a State; 
(B) the District of Columbia; 
(C) the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico; and 
(D) any other territory or possession of the 

United States. 
(21) TEMPERATE JAPONICA RICE.—The term 

‘‘temperate japonica rice’’ means rice that is 

grown in high altitudes or temperate regions 
of high latitudes with cooler climate condi-
tions, in the Western United States, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, for the purpose of— 

(A) the reallocation of base acres under 
section 1112; 

(B) the establishment of a reference price 
(as required under section 1116(g)) and an ef-
fective price pursuant to section 1116; and 

(C) the determination of the actual crop 
revenue and agriculture risk coverage guar-
antee pursuant to section 1117. 

(22) TRANSITIONAL YIELD.—The term ‘‘tran-
sitional yield’’ has the meaning given the 
term in section 502(b) of the Federal Crop In-
surance Act (7 U.S.C. 1502(b)). 

(23) UNITED STATES.—The term ‘‘United 
States’’, when used in a geographical sense, 
means all of the States. 

(24) UNITED STATES PREMIUM FACTOR.—The 
term ‘‘United States Premium Factor’’ 
means the percentage by which the dif-
ference in the United States loan schedule 
premiums for Strict Middling (SM) 11⁄8-inch 
upland cotton and for Middling (M) 13⁄32-inch 
upland cotton exceeds the difference in the 
applicable premiums for comparable inter-
national qualities. 
SEC. 1112. BASE ACRES. 

(a) RETENTION OR 1-TIME REALLOCATION OF 
BASE ACRES.— 

(1) ELECTION REQUIRED.— 
(A) NOTICE OF ELECTION OPPORTUNITY.—As 

soon as practicable after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary shall provide 
notice to the owners of a farm regarding 
their opportunity to make an election, in the 
manner provided in this subsection— 

(i) to retain base acres, including any ge-
neric base acres, as provided in paragraph 
(2); or 

(ii) in lieu of retaining base acres, to re-
allocate base acres, other than any generic 
base acres, as provided in paragraph (3). 

(B) CONTENT OF NOTICE.—The notice under 
subparagraph (A) shall include the following: 

(i) Information that the opportunity of an 
owner to make the election is being provided 
only once. 

(ii) Information regarding the manner in 
which the owner must make the election and 
the manner of notifying the Secretary of the 
election. 

(iii) Information regarding the deadline be-
fore which the owner must notify the Sec-
retary of the election to be in effect begin-
ning with the 2014 crop year. 

(C) EFFECT OF FAILURE TO MAKE ELECTION.— 
If the owner of a farm fails to make the elec-
tion under this subsection, or fails to timely 
notify the Secretary of the election as re-
quired by subparagraph (B)(iii), the owner 
shall be deemed to have elected to retain 
base acres, including generic base acres, as 
provided in paragraph (2). 

(2) RETENTION OF BASE ACRES.— 
(A) ELECTION TO RETAIN.—For the purpose 

of applying this part to a covered com-
modity, the Secretary shall give an owner of 
a farm an opportunity to elect to retain all 
of the base acres for each covered com-
modity on the farm. 

(B) TREATMENT OF GENERIC BASE ACRES.— 
Generic base acres are automatically re-
tained. 

(3) REALLOCATION OF BASE ACRES.— 
(A) ELECTION TO REALLOCATE.—For the pur-

pose of applying this part to covered com-
modities, the Secretary shall give an owner 
of a farm an opportunity to elect to reallo-
cate all of the base acres for covered com-
modities on the farm, as in effect on Sep-
tember 30, 2013, among those covered com-
modities planted on the farm at any time 
during the 2009 through 2012 crop years. 

(B) REALLOCATION FORMULA.—The realloca-
tion of base acres among covered commod-

ities on a farm shall be in proportion to the 
ratio of— 

(i) the 4-year average of— 
(I) the acreage planted on the farm to each 

covered commodity for harvest, grazing, 
haying, silage, or other similar purposes for 
the 2009 through 2012 crop years; and 

(II) any acreage on the farm that the pro-
ducers were prevented from planting during 
the 2009 through 2012 crop years to that cov-
ered commodity because of drought, flood, or 
other natural disaster, or other condition be-
yond the control of the producers, as deter-
mined by the Secretary; to 

(ii) the 4-year average of— 
(I) the acreage planted on the farm to all 

covered commodities for harvest, grazing, 
haying, silage, or other similar purposes for 
such crop years; and 

(II) any acreage on the farm that the pro-
ducers were prevented from planting during 
such crop years to covered commodities be-
cause of drought, flood, or other natural dis-
aster, or other condition beyond the control 
of the producers, as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

(C) TREATMENT OF GENERIC BASE ACRES.— 
Generic base acres are retained and may not 
be reallocated under this paragraph. 

(D) INCLUSION OF ALL 4 YEARS IN AVERAGE.— 
For the purpose of determining a 4-year acre-
age average under subparagraph (B) for a 
farm, the Secretary shall not exclude any 
crop year in which a covered commodity was 
not planted. 

(E) TREATMENT OF MULTIPLE PLANTING OR 
PREVENTED PLANTING.—For the purpose of de-
termining under subparagraph (B) the acre-
age on a farm that producers planted or were 
prevented from planting during the 2009 
through 2012 crop years to covered commod-
ities, if the acreage that was planted or pre-
vented from being planted was devoted to an-
other covered commodity in the same crop 
year (other than a covered commodity pro-
duced under an established practice of dou-
ble cropping), the owner may elect the com-
modity to be used for that crop year in de-
termining the 4-year average, but may not 
include both the initial commodity and the 
subsequent commodity. 

(F) LIMITATION.—The reallocation of base 
acres among covered commodities on a farm 
under this paragraph may not result in a 
total number of base acres (including generic 
base acres) for the farm in excess of the num-
ber of base acres in effect for the farm on 
September 30, 2013. 

(4) APPLICATION OF ELECTION TO ALL COV-
ERED COMMODITIES.—The election made under 
this subsection, or deemed to be made under 
paragraph (1)(C), with respect to a farm shall 
apply to all of the covered commodities on 
the farm. 

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF BASE ACRES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the elec-

tion made under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall provide for an adjustment, as 
appropriate, in the base acres for covered 
commodities for a farm and any generic base 
acres for the farm whenever any of the fol-
lowing circumstances occur: 

(A) A conservation reserve contract en-
tered into under section 1231 of the Food Se-
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831) with re-
spect to the farm expires or is voluntarily 
terminated. 

(B) Cropland is released from coverage 
under a conservation reserve contract by the 
Secretary. 

(C) The producer has eligible oilseed acre-
age as the result of the Secretary desig-
nating additional oilseeds, which shall be de-
termined in the same manner as eligible oil-
seed acreage under section 1101(a)(1)(D) of 
the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 8711(a)(1)(D)). 
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(2) SPECIAL CONSERVATION RESERVE ACRE-

AGE PAYMENT RULES.—For the crop year in 
which a base acres adjustment under sub-
paragraph (A) or (B) of paragraph (1) is first 
made, the owner of the farm shall elect to re-
ceive price loss coverage or agriculture risk 
coverage with respect to the acreage added 
to the farm under this subsection or a pro-
rated payment under the conservation re-
serve contract, but not both. 

(c) PREVENTION OF EXCESS BASE ACRES.— 
(1) REQUIRED REDUCTION.—Notwithstanding 

the election made under subsection (a), if the 
sum of the base acres for a farm, including 
generic base acres, and the acreage described 
in paragraph (2) exceeds the actual cropland 
acreage of the farm, the Secretary shall re-
duce the base acres for 1 or more covered 
commodities or generic base acres for the 
farm so that the sum of the base acres, in-
cluding generic base acres, and the acreage 
described in paragraph (2) does not exceed 
the actual cropland acreage of the farm. 

(2) OTHER ACREAGE.—For purposes of para-
graph (1), the Secretary shall include the fol-
lowing: 

(A) Any acreage on the farm enrolled in 
the conservation reserve program or wet-
lands reserve program (or successor pro-
grams) under chapter 1 of subtitle D of title 
XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3830 et seq.). 

(B) Any other acreage on the farm enrolled 
in a Federal conservation program for which 
payments are made in exchange for not pro-
ducing an agricultural commodity on the 
acreage. 

(C) If the Secretary designates additional 
oilseeds, any eligible oilseed acreage, which 
shall be determined in the same manner as 
eligible oilseed acreage under subsection 
(b)(1)(C). 

(3) SELECTION OF ACRES.—The Secretary 
shall give the owner of the farm the oppor-
tunity to select the base acres for a covered 
commodity or generic base acres for the 
farm against which the reduction required 
by paragraph (1) will be made. 

(4) EXCEPTION FOR DOUBLE-CROPPED ACRE-
AGE.—In applying paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall make an exception in the case of 
double cropping, as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

(d) REDUCTION IN BASE ACRES.— 
(1) REDUCTION AT OPTION OF OWNER.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The owner of a farm may 

reduce, at any time, the base acres for any 
covered commodity or generic base acres for 
the farm. 

(B) EFFECT OF REDUCTION.—A reduction 
under subparagraph (A) shall be permanent 
and made in a manner prescribed by the Sec-
retary. 

(2) REQUIRED ACTION BY SECRETARY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-

portionately reduce base acres, including 
any generic base acres, on a farm for land 
that has been subdivided and developed for 
multiple residential units or other non-
farming uses if the size of the tracts and the 
density of the subdivision is such that the 
land is unlikely to return to the previous ag-
ricultural use, unless the producers on the 
farm demonstrate that the land— 

(i) remains devoted to commercial agricul-
tural production; or 

(ii) is likely to be returned to the previous 
agricultural use. 

(B) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish procedures to identify land described 
in subparagraph (A). 
SEC. 1113. PAYMENT YIELDS. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.—For the 
purpose of making price loss coverage pay-
ments under section 1116, the Secretary shall 
provide for the establishment of a yield for 
each farm for any designated oilseed for 

which a payment yield was not established 
under section 1102 of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8712) in ac-
cordance with this section. 

(b) PAYMENT YIELDS FOR DESIGNATED OIL-
SEEDS.— 

(1) DETERMINATION OF AVERAGE YIELD.—In 
the case of designated oilseeds, the Sec-
retary shall determine the average yield per 
planted acre for the designated oilseed on a 
farm for the 1998 through 2001 crop years, ex-
cluding any crop year in which the acreage 
planted to the designated oilseed was zero. 

(2) ADJUSTMENT FOR PAYMENT YIELD.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The payment yield for a 

farm for a designated oilseed shall be equal 
to the product of the following: 

(i) The average yield for the designated oil-
seed determined under paragraph (1). 

(ii) The ratio resulting from dividing the 
national average yield for the designated oil-
seed for the 1981 through 1985 crops by the 
national average yield for the designated oil-
seed for the 1998 through 2001 crops. 

(B) NO NATIONAL AVERAGE YIELD INFORMA-
TION AVAILABLE.—To the extent that na-
tional average yield information for a des-
ignated oilseed is not available, the Sec-
retary shall use such information as the Sec-
retary determines to be fair and equitable to 
establish a national average yield under this 
section. 

(3) USE OF COUNTY AVERAGE YIELD.—If the 
yield per planted acre for a crop of a des-
ignated oilseed for a farm for any of the 1998 
through 2001 crop years was less than 75 per-
cent of the county yield for that designated 
oilseed, the Secretary shall assign a yield for 
that crop year equal to 75 percent of the 
county yield for the purpose of determining 
the average under paragraph (1). 

(c) EFFECT OF LACK OF PAYMENT YIELD.— 
(1) ESTABLISHMENT BY SECRETARY.—In the 

case of a covered commodity on a farm for 
which base acres have been established or 
that is planted on generic base acres, if no 
payment yield is otherwise established for 
the covered commodity on the farm, the Sec-
retary shall establish an appropriate pay-
ment yield for the covered commodity on the 
farm under paragraph (2). 

(2) USE OF SIMILARLY SITUATED FARMS.—To 
establish an appropriate payment yield for a 
covered commodity on a farm as required by 
paragraph (1), the Secretary shall take into 
consideration the farm program payment 
yields applicable to that covered commodity 
for similarly situated farms. The use of such 
data in an appeal, by the Secretary or by the 
producer, shall not be subject to any other 
provision of law. 

(d) SINGLE OPPORTUNITY TO UPDATE YIELDS 
USED TO DETERMINE PRICE LOSS COVERAGE 
PAYMENTS.— 

(1) ELECTION TO UPDATE.—At the sole dis-
cretion of the owner of a farm, the owner of 
a farm shall have a 1-time opportunity to up-
date, on a covered commodity-by-covered- 
commodity basis, the payment yield that 
would otherwise be used in calculating any 
price loss coverage payment for each covered 
commodity on the farm for which the elec-
tion is made. 

(2) TIME FOR ELECTION.—The election under 
paragraph (1) shall be made at a time and 
manner to be in effect beginning with the 
2014 crop year as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

(3) METHOD OF UPDATING YIELDS.—If the 
owner of a farm elects to update yields under 
this subsection, the payment yield for a cov-
ered commodity on the farm, for the purpose 
of calculating price loss coverage payments 
only, shall be equal to 90 percent of the aver-
age of the yield per planted acre for the crop 
of the covered commodity on the farm for 
the 2008 through 2012 crop years, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, excluding any crop 

year in which the acreage planted to the 
crop of the covered commodity was zero. 

(4) USE OF COUNTY AVERAGE YIELD.—If the 
yield per planted acre for a crop of the cov-
ered commodity for a farm for any of the 
2008 through 2012 crop years was less than 75 
percent of the average of the 2008 through 
2012 county yield for that commodity, the 
Secretary shall assign a yield for that crop 
year equal to 75 percent of the average of the 
2008 through 2012 county yield for the pur-
poses of determining the average yield under 
paragraph (3). 
SEC. 1114. PAYMENT ACRES. 

(a) DETERMINATION OF PAYMENT ACRES.— 
(1) GENERAL RULE.—For the purpose of 

price loss coverage and agriculture risk cov-
erage when county coverage has been se-
lected under section 1115(b)(1), but subject to 
subsection (e), the payment acres for each 
covered commodity on a farm shall be equal 
to 85 percent of the base acres for the cov-
ered commodity on the farm. 

(2) EFFECT OF INDIVIDUAL COVERAGE.—In 
the case of agriculture risk coverage when 
individual coverage has been selected under 
section 1115(b)(2), but subject to subsection 
(e), the payment acres for a farm shall be 
equal to 65 percent of the base acres for all 
of the covered commodities on the farm. 

(b) TREATMENT OF GENERIC BASE ACRES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of generic base 

acres, price loss coverage payments and agri-
culture risk coverage payments are made 
only with respect to generic base acres 
planted to a covered commodity for the crop 
year. 

(2) ATTRIBUTION.—With respect to a farm 
containing generic base acres, for the pur-
pose of applying paragraphs (1)(B) and (2)(B) 
of subsection (a), generic base acres on the 
farm are attributed to a covered commodity 
in the following manner: 

(A) If a single covered commodity is plant-
ed and the total acreage planted exceeds the 
generic base acres on the farm, the generic 
base acres are attributed to that covered 
commodity in an amount equal to the total 
number of generic base acres. 

(B) If multiple covered commodities are 
planted and the total number of acres plant-
ed to all covered commodities on the farm 
exceeds the generic base acres on the farm, 
the generic base acres are attributed to each 
of the covered commodities on the farm on a 
pro rata basis to reflect the ratio of— 

(i) the acreage planted to a covered com-
modity on the farm; to 

(ii) the total acreage planted to all covered 
commodities on the farm. 

(C) If the total number of acres planted to 
all covered commodities on the farm does 
not exceed the generic base acres on the 
farm, the number of acres planted to a cov-
ered commodity is attributed to that covered 
commodity. 

(3) TREATED AS ADDITIONAL ACREAGE.— 
When generic base acres are planted to a cov-
ered commodity or acreage planted to a cov-
ered commodity is attributed to generic base 
acres, the generic base acres are in addition 
to other base acres on the farm. 

(c) EXCLUSION.—The quantity of payment 
acres determined under subsection (a) may 
not include any crop subsequently planted 
during the same crop year on the same land 
for which the first crop is eligible for price 
loss coverage payments or agriculture risk 
coverage payments, unless the crop was ap-
proved for double cropping in the county, as 
determined by the Secretary. 

(d) EFFECT OF MINIMAL PAYMENT ACRES.— 
(1) PROHIBITION ON PAYMENTS.—Notwith-

standing any other provision of this title, a 
producer on a farm may not receive price 
loss coverage payments or agriculture risk 
coverage payments if the sum of the base 
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acres on the farm is 10 acres or less, as deter-
mined by the Secretary. 

(2) EXCEPTIONS.—Paragraph (1) does not 
apply to a producer that is— 

(A) a socially disadvantaged farmer or 
rancher (as defined in section 355(e) of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act (7 U.S.C. 2003(e))); or 

(B) a limited resource farmer or rancher, 
as defined by the Secretary. 

(e) EFFECT OF PLANTING FRUITS AND VEGE-
TABLES.— 

(1) REDUCTION REQUIRED.—In the manner 
provided in this subsection, payment acres 
on a farm shall be reduced in any crop year 
in which fruits, vegetables (other than mung 
beans and pulse crops), or wild rice have been 
planted on base acres on a farm. 

(2) PRICE LOSS COVERAGE AND COUNTY COV-
ERAGE.—In the case of price loss coverage 
payments and agricultural risk coverage 
payments using county coverage, the reduc-
tion under paragraph (1) shall be the amount 
equal to the base acres planted to crops re-
ferred to in such paragraph in excess of 15 
percent of base acres. 

(3) INDIVIDUAL COVERAGE.—In the case of 
agricultural risk coverage payments using 
individual coverage, the reduction under 
paragraph (1) shall be the amount equal to 
the base acres planted to crops referred to in 
such paragraph in excess of 35 percent of 
base acres. 

(4) REDUCTION EXCEPTIONS.—No reduction 
to payment acres shall be made under this 
subsection if— 

(A) cover crops or crops referred to in para-
graph (1) are grown solely for conservation 
purposes and not harvested for use or sale, as 
determined by the Secretary; or 

(B) in any region in which there is a his-
tory of double-cropping covered commodities 
with crops referred to in paragraph (1) and 
such crops were so double-cropped on the 
base acres, as determined by the Secretary. 
SEC. 1115. PRODUCER ELECTION. 

(a) ELECTION REQUIRED.—For the 2014 
through 2018 crop years, all of the producers 
on a farm shall make a 1-time, irrevocable 
election to obtain— 

(1) price loss coverage under section 1116 on 
a covered commodity-by-covered-commodity 
basis; or 

(2) agriculture risk coverage under section 
1117. 

(b) COVERAGE OPTIONS.—In the election 
under subsection (a), the producers on a farm 
that elect under paragraph (2) of such sub-
section to obtain agriculture risk coverage 
under section 1117 shall unanimously select 
whether to receive agriculture risk coverage 
payments based on— 

(1) county coverage applicable on a covered 
commodity-by-covered-commodity basis; or 

(2) individual coverage applicable to all of 
the covered commodities on the farm. 

(c) EFFECT OF FAILURE TO MAKE UNANIMOUS 
ELECTION.—If all the producers on a farm fail 
to make a unanimous election under sub-
section (a) for the 2014 crop year— 

(1) the Secretary shall not make any pay-
ments with respect to the farm for the 2014 
crop year under section 1116 or 1117; and 

(2) the producers on the farm shall be 
deemed to have elected price loss coverage 
under section 1116 for all covered commod-
ities on the farm for the 2015 through 2018 
crop years. 

(d) EFFECT OF SELECTION OF COUNTY COV-
ERAGE.—If all the producers on a farm select 
county coverage for a covered commodity 
under subsection (b)(1), the Secretary may 
not make price loss coverage payments 
under section 1116 to the producers on the 
farm with respect to that covered com-
modity. 

(e) EFFECT OF SELECTION OF INDIVIDUAL 
COVERAGE.—If all the producers on a farm se-

lect individual coverage under subsection 
(b)(2), in addition to the selection and elec-
tion under this section applying to each pro-
ducer on the farm, the Secretary shall con-
sider, for purposes of making the calcula-
tions required by subsections (b)(2) and (c)(3) 
of section 1117, the producer’s share of all 
farms in the same State— 

(1) in which the producer has an interest; 
and 

(2) for which individual coverage has been 
selected. 

(f) PROHIBITION ON RECONSTITUTION.—The 
Secretary shall ensure that producers on a 
farm do not reconstitute the farm to void or 
change an election or selection made under 
this section. 
SEC. 1116. PRICE LOSS COVERAGE. 

(a) PRICE LOSS COVERAGE PAYMENTS.—If all 
of the producers on a farm make the election 
under subsection (a) of section 1115 to obtain 
price loss coverage or, subject to subsection 
(c)(1) of such section, are deemed to have 
made such election under subsection (c)(2) of 
such section, the Secretary shall make price 
loss coverage payments to producers on the 
farm on a covered commodity-by-covered- 
commodity basis if the Secretary determines 
that, for any of the 2014 through 2018 crop 
years— 

(1) the effective price for the covered com-
modity for the crop year; is less than 

(2) the reference price for the covered com-
modity for the crop year. 

(b) EFFECTIVE PRICE.—The effective price 
for a covered commodity for a crop year 
shall be the higher of— 

(1) the national average market price re-
ceived by producers during the 12-month 
marketing year for the covered commodity, 
as determined by the Secretary; or 

(2) the national average loan rate for a 
marketing assistance loan for the covered 
commodity in effect for such crop year under 
subtitle B. 

(c) PAYMENT RATE.—The payment rate 
shall be equal to the difference between— 

(1) the reference price for the covered com-
modity; and 

(2) the effective price determined under 
subsection (b) for the covered commodity. 

(d) PAYMENT AMOUNT.—If price loss cov-
erage payments are required to be provided 
under this section for any of the 2014 through 
2018 crop years for a covered commodity, the 
amount of the price loss coverage payment 
to be paid to the producers on a farm for the 
crop year shall be equal to the product ob-
tained by multiplying— 

(1) the payment rate for the covered com-
modity under subsection (c); 

(2) the payment yield for the covered com-
modity; and 

(3) the payment acres for the covered com-
modity. 

(e) TIME FOR PAYMENTS.—If the Secretary 
determines under this section that price loss 
coverage payments are required to be pro-
vided for the covered commodity, the pay-
ments shall be made beginning October 1, or 
as soon as practicable thereafter, after the 
end of the applicable marketing year for the 
covered commodity. 

(f) EFFECTIVE PRICE FOR BARLEY.—In deter-
mining the effective price for barley under 
subsection (b), the Secretary shall use the 
all-barley price. 

(g) REFERENCE PRICE FOR TEMPERATE JA-
PONICA RICE.—The Secretary shall provide a 
reference price with respect to temperate ja-
ponica rice in an amount equal to 115 percent 
of the amount established in subparagraphs 
(F) and (G) of section 1111(18) in order to re-
flect price premiums. 
SEC. 1117. AGRICULTURE RISK COVERAGE. 

(a) AGRICULTURE RISK COVERAGE PAY-
MENTS.—If all of the producers on a farm 

make the election under section 1115(a) to 
obtain agriculture risk coverage, the Sec-
retary shall make agriculture risk coverage 
payments to producers on the farm if the 
Secretary determines that, for any of the 
2014 through 2018 crop years— 

(1) the actual crop revenue determined 
under subsection (b) for the crop year; is less 
than 

(2) the agriculture risk coverage guarantee 
determined under subsection (c) for the crop 
year. 

(b) ACTUAL CROP REVENUE.— 
(1) COUNTY COVERAGE.—In the case of coun-

ty coverage, the amount of the actual crop 
revenue for a county for a crop year of a cov-
ered commodity shall be equal to the prod-
uct obtained by multiplying— 

(A) the actual average county yield per 
planted acre for the covered commodity, as 
determined by the Secretary; and 

(B) the higher of— 
(i) the national average market price re-

ceived by producers during the 12-month 
marketing year for the covered commodity, 
as determined by the Secretary; or 

(ii) the national average loan rate for a 
marketing assistance loan for the covered 
commodity in effect for such crop year under 
subtitle B. 

(2) INDIVIDUAL COVERAGE.—In the case of 
individual coverage, the amount of the ac-
tual crop revenue for a producer on a farm 
for a crop year shall be based on the pro-
ducer’s share of all covered commodities 
planted on all farms for which individual 
coverage has been selected and in which the 
producer has an interest, to be determined 
by the Secretary as follows: 

(A) For each covered commodity, the prod-
uct obtained by multiplying— 

(i) the total production of the covered com-
modity on such farms, as determined by the 
Secretary; and 

(ii) the higher of— 
(I) the national average market price re-

ceived by producers during the 12-month 
marketing year, as determined by the Sec-
retary; or 

(II) the national average loan rate for a 
marketing assistance loan for the covered 
commodity in effect for such crop year under 
subtitle B. 

(B) The sum of the amounts determined 
under subparagraph (A) for all covered com-
modities on such farms. 

(C) The quotient obtained by dividing the 
amount determined under subparagraph (B) 
by the total planted acres of all covered com-
modities on such farms. 

(c) AGRICULTURE RISK COVERAGE GUAR-
ANTEE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The agriculture risk cov-
erage guarantee for a crop year for a covered 
commodity shall equal 86 percent of the 
benchmark revenue. 

(2) BENCHMARK REVENUE FOR COUNTY COV-
ERAGE.—In the case of county coverage, the 
benchmark revenue shall be the product ob-
tained by multiplying— 

(A) subject to paragraph (4), the average 
historical county yield as determined by the 
Secretary for the most recent 5 crop years, 
excluding each of the crop years with the 
highest and lowest yields; and 

(B) subject to paragraph (5), the national 
average market price received by producers 
during the 12-month marketing year for the 
most recent 5 crop years, excluding each of 
the crop years with the highest and lowest 
prices. 

(3) BENCHMARK REVENUE FOR INDIVIDUAL 
COVERAGE.—In the case of individual cov-
erage, the benchmark revenue for a producer 
on a farm for a crop year shall be based on 
the producer’s share of all covered commod-
ities planted on all farms for which indi-
vidual coverage has been selected and in 
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which the producer has an interest, to be de-
termined by the Secretary as follows: 

(A) For each covered commodity for each 
of the most recent 5 crop years, the product 
obtained by multiplying— 

(i) subject to paragraph (4), the yield per 
planted acre for the covered commodity on 
such farms, as determined by the Secretary; 
by 

(ii) subject to paragraph (5), the national 
average market price received by producers 
during the 12-month marketing year. 

(B) For each covered commodity, the aver-
age of the revenues determined under sub-
paragraph (A) for the most recent 5 crop 
years, excluding each of the crop years with 
the highest and lowest revenues. 

(C) For each of the 2014 through 2018 crop 
years, the sum of the amounts determined 
under subparagraph (B) for all covered com-
modities on such farms, but adjusted to re-
flect the ratio between the total number of 
acres planted on such farms to a covered 
commodity and the total acres of all covered 
commodities planted on such farms. 

(4) YIELD CONDITIONS.—If the yield per 
planted acre for the covered commodity or 
historical county yield per planted acre for 
the covered commodity for any of the 5 most 
recent crop years, as determined by the Sec-
retary, is less than 70 percent of the transi-
tional yield, as determined by the Secretary, 
the amounts used for any of those years in 
paragraph (2)(A) or (3)(A)(i) shall be 70 per-
cent of the transitional yield. 

(5) REFERENCE PRICE.—If the national aver-
age market price received by producers dur-
ing the 12-month marketing year for any of 
the 5 most recent crop years is lower than 
the reference price for the covered com-
modity, the Secretary shall use the reference 
price for any of those years for the amounts 
in paragraph (2)(B) or (3)(A)(ii). 

(d) PAYMENT RATE.—The payment rate for 
a covered commodity, in the case of county 
coverage, or a farm, in the case of individual 
coverage, shall be equal to the lesser of— 

(1) the amount that— 
(A) the agriculture risk coverage guar-

antee for the crop year applicable under sub-
section (c); exceeds 

(B) the actual crop revenue for the crop 
year applicable under subsection (b); or 

(2) 10 percent of the benchmark revenue for 
the crop year applicable under subsection 
(c). 

(e) PAYMENT AMOUNT.—If agriculture risk 
coverage payments are required to be paid 
for any of the 2014 through 2018 crop years, 
the amount of the agriculture risk coverage 
payment for the crop year shall be deter-
mined by multiplying— 

(1) the payment rate determined under sub-
section (d); and 

(2) the payment acres determined under 
section 1114. 

(f) TIME FOR PAYMENTS.—If the Secretary 
determines that agriculture risk coverage 
payments are required to be provided for the 
covered commodity, payments shall be made 
beginning October 1, or as soon as prac-
ticable thereafter, after the end of the appli-
cable marketing year for the covered com-
modity. 

(g) ADDITIONAL DUTIES OF THE SEC-
RETARY.—In providing agriculture risk cov-
erage, the Secretary shall— 

(1) to the maximum extent practicable, use 
all available information and analysis, in-
cluding data mining, to check for anomalies 
in the determination of agriculture risk cov-
erage payments; 

(2) to the maximum extent practicable, 
calculate a separate actual crop revenue and 
agriculture risk coverage guarantee for irri-
gated and nonirrigated covered commodities; 

(3) in the case of individual coverage, as-
sign an average yield for a farm on the basis 

of the yield history of representative farms 
in the State, region, or crop reporting dis-
trict, as determined by the Secretary, if the 
Secretary determines that the farm has 
planted acreage in a quantity that is insuffi-
cient to calculate a representative average 
yield for the farm; and 

(4) in the case of county coverage, assign 
an actual or benchmark county yield for 
each planted acre for the crop year for the 
covered commodity on the basis of the yield 
history of representative farms in the State, 
region, or crop reporting district, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, if— 

(A) the Secretary cannot establish the ac-
tual or benchmark county yield for each 
planted acre for a crop year for a covered 
commodity in the county in accordance with 
subsection (b)(1) or (c)(2); or 

(B) the yield determined under subsection 
(b)(1) or (c)(2) is an unrepresentative average 
yield for the county, as determined by the 
Secretary. 
SEC. 1118. PRODUCER AGREEMENTS. 

(a) COMPLIANCE WITH CERTAIN REQUIRE-
MENTS.— 

(1) REQUIREMENTS.—Before the producers 
on a farm may receive payments under this 
subtitle with respect to the farm, the pro-
ducers shall agree, during the crop year for 
which the payments are made and in ex-
change for the payments— 

(A) to comply with applicable conservation 
requirements under subtitle B of title XII of 
the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3811 
et seq.); 

(B) to comply with applicable wetland pro-
tection requirements under subtitle C of 
title XII of that Act (16 U.S.C. 3821 et seq.); 

(C) to effectively control noxious weeds 
and otherwise maintain the land in accord-
ance with sound agricultural practices, as 
determined by the Secretary; and 

(D) to use the land on the farm, in a quan-
tity equal to the attributable base acres for 
the farm and any base acres for an agricul-
tural or conserving use, and not for a non-
agricultural commercial, industrial, or resi-
dential use, as determined by the Secretary. 

(2) COMPLIANCE.—The Secretary may issue 
such rules as the Secretary considers nec-
essary to ensure producer compliance with 
the requirements of paragraph (1). 

(3) MODIFICATION.—At the request of the 
transferee or owner, the Secretary may mod-
ify the requirements of this subsection if the 
modifications are consistent with the objec-
tives of this subsection, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

(b) TRANSFER OR CHANGE OF INTEREST IN 
FARM.— 

(1) TERMINATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), a transfer of (or change in) the 
interest of the producers on a farm for which 
payments under this subtitle are provided 
shall result in the termination of the pay-
ments, unless the transferee or owner of the 
acreage agrees to assume all obligations 
under subsection (a). 

(B) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The termination 
shall take effect on the date determined by 
the Secretary. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—If a producer entitled to a 
payment under this subtitle dies, becomes 
incompetent, or is otherwise unable to re-
ceive the payment, the Secretary shall make 
the payment in accordance with rules issued 
by the Secretary. 

(c) ACREAGE REPORTS.—As a condition on 
the receipt of any benefits under this sub-
title or subtitle B, the Secretary shall re-
quire producers on a farm to submit to the 
Secretary annual acreage reports with re-
spect to all cropland on the farm. 

(d) PRODUCTION REPORTS.—As an additional 
condition on receiving agriculture risk cov-

erage payments for individual coverage, the 
Secretary shall require a producer on a farm 
to submit to the Secretary annual produc-
tion reports with respect to all covered com-
modities produced on all farms in the same 
State— 

(1) in which the producer has an interest; 
and 

(2) for which individual coverage has been 
selected. 

(e) EFFECT OF INACCURATE REPORTS.—No 
penalty with respect to benefits under this 
subtitle or subtitle B shall be assessed 
against a producer on a farm for an inac-
curate acreage or production report unless 
the Secretary determines that the producer 
on the farm knowingly and willfully falsified 
the acreage or production report. 

(f) TENANTS AND SHARECROPPERS.—In car-
rying out this subtitle, the Secretary shall 
provide adequate safeguards to protect the 
interests of tenants and sharecroppers. 

(g) SHARING OF PAYMENTS.—The Secretary 
shall provide for the sharing of payments 
made under this subtitle among the pro-
ducers on a farm on a fair and equitable 
basis. 
SEC. 1119. TRANSITION ASSISTANCE FOR PRO-

DUCERS OF UPLAND COTTON. 
(a) AVAILABILITY.— 
(1) PURPOSE.—It is the purpose of this sec-

tion to provide transition assistance to pro-
ducers of upland cotton in light of the repeal 
of section 1103 of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8713), the in-
applicability of sections 1116 and 1117 to up-
land cotton, and the delayed implementation 
of the Stacked Income Protection Plan re-
quired by section 508B of the Federal Crop 
Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508b), as added by 
section 11017 of this Act. 

(2) 2014 CROP YEAR.—For the 2014 crop of up-
land cotton, the Secretary shall provide 
transition assistance, pursuant to the terms 
and conditions of this section, to producers 
on a farm for which cotton base acres were 
in existence for the 2013 crop year. 

(3) 2015 CROP YEAR.—For the 2015 crop of up-
land cotton, the Secretary shall provide 
transition assistance, pursuant to the terms 
and conditions of this section, to producers 
on a farm— 

(A) for which cotton base acres were in ex-
istence for the 2013 crop year; and 

(B) that is located in a county in which the 
Stacked Income Protection Plan required by 
section 508B of the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1508b) is not available to pro-
ducers of upland cotton for the 2015 crop 
year. 

(b) TRANSITION ASSISTANCE RATE.—The 
transition assistance rate shall be equal to 
the product obtained by multiplying— 

(1) the June 12, 2013, midpoint estimate for 
the marketing year average price of upland 
cotton received by producers for the mar-
keting year beginning August 1, 2013, minus 
the December 10, 2013, midpoint estimate for 
the marketing year average price of upland 
cotton received by producers for the mar-
keting year beginning August 1, 2013, as con-
tained in the applicable World Agricultural 
Supply and Demand Estimates report pub-
lished by the Department of Agriculture; and 

(2) the national program yield for upland 
cotton of 597 pounds per acre. 

(c) CALCULATION OF TRANSITION ASSISTANCE 
AMOUNT.—The amount of transition assist-
ance to be provided under this section to pro-
ducers on a farm for a crop year shall be 
equal to the product obtained by multi-
plying— 

(1) for the 2014 crop year, 60 percent, and 
for the 2015 crop year, 36.5 percent, of the 
cotton base acres referred to in subsection 
(a) for the farm, subject to adjustment or re-
duction for conservation measures as pro-
vided in subsections (b) and (c) of section 
1112; 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:39 Jan 28, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00025 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A27JA7.003 H27JAPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

3T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1278 January 27, 2014 
(2) the transition assistance rate in effect 

for the crop year under subsection (b); and 
(3) the payment yield for upland cotton for 

the farm established for purposes of section 
1103(c)(3) of the Food, Conservation, and En-
ergy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8713(c)(3)), divided 
by the national program yield for upland 
cotton of 597 pounds per acre. 

(d) TIME FOR PAYMENT.—The Secretary 
may not make transition assistance pay-
ments for a crop year under this section be-
fore October 1 of the calendar year in which 
the crop of upland cotton is harvested. 

(e) PAYMENT LIMITATIONS.—Sections 1001 
through 1001C of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308 through 1308C), as in effect 
on September 30, 2013, shall apply to the re-
ceipt of transition assistance under this sec-
tion in the same manner as such sections ap-
plied to section 1103 of the Food, Conserva-
tion, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8713). 

Subtitle B—Marketing Loans 
SEC. 1201. AVAILABILITY OF NONRECOURSE MAR-

KETING ASSISTANCE LOANS FOR 
LOAN COMMODITIES. 

(a) DEFINITION OF LOAN COMMODITY.—In 
this subtitle, the term ‘‘loan commodity’’ 
means wheat, corn, grain sorghum, barley, 
oats, upland cotton, extra long staple cotton, 
long grain rice, medium grain rice, peanuts, 
soybeans, other oilseeds, graded wool, non-
graded wool, mohair, honey, dry peas, len-
tils, small chickpeas, and large chickpeas. 

(b) NONRECOURSE LOANS AVAILABLE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—For each of the 2014 

through 2018 crops of each loan commodity, 
the Secretary shall make available to pro-
ducers on a farm nonrecourse marketing as-
sistance loans for loan commodities pro-
duced on the farm. 

(2) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The marketing 
assistance loans shall be made under terms 
and conditions that are prescribed by the 
Secretary and at the loan rate established 
under section 1202 for the loan commodity. 

(c) ELIGIBLE PRODUCTION.—The producers 
on a farm shall be eligible for a marketing 
assistance loan under subsection (b) for any 
quantity of a loan commodity produced on 
the farm. 

(d) COMPLIANCE WITH CONSERVATION AND 
WETLANDS REQUIREMENTS.—As a condition of 
the receipt of a marketing assistance loan 
under subsection (b), the producer shall com-
ply with applicable conservation require-
ments under subtitle B of title XII of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3811 et 
seq.) and applicable wetland protection re-
quirements under subtitle C of title XII of 
that Act (16 U.S.C. 3821 et seq.) during the 
term of the loan. 

(e) SPECIAL RULES FOR PEANUTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—This subsection shall 

apply only to producers of peanuts. 
(2) OPTIONS FOR OBTAINING LOAN.—A mar-

keting assistance loan under this section, 
and loan deficiency payments under section 
1205, may be obtained at the option of the 
producers on a farm through— 

(A) a designated marketing association or 
marketing cooperative of producers that is 
approved by the Secretary; or 

(B) the Farm Service Agency. 
(3) STORAGE OF LOAN PEANUTS.—As a condi-

tion on the approval by the Secretary of an 
individual or entity to provide storage for 
peanuts for which a marketing assistance 
loan is made under this section, the indi-
vidual or entity shall agree— 

(A) to provide the storage on a nondiscrim-
inatory basis; and 

(B) to comply with such additional require-
ments as the Secretary considers appropriate 
to accomplish the purposes of this section 
and promote fairness in the administration 
of the benefits of this section. 

(4) STORAGE, HANDLING, AND ASSOCIATED 
COSTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—To ensure proper storage 
of peanuts for which a loan is made under 
this section, the Secretary shall pay han-
dling and other associated costs (other than 
storage costs) incurred at the time at which 
the peanuts are placed under loan, as deter-
mined by the Secretary. 

(B) REDEMPTION AND FORFEITURE.—The 
Secretary shall— 

(i) require the repayment of handling and 
other associated costs paid under subpara-
graph (A) for all peanuts pledged as collat-
eral for a loan that is redeemed under this 
section; and 

(ii) pay storage, handling, and other associ-
ated costs for all peanuts pledged as collat-
eral that are forfeited under this section. 

(5) MARKETING.—A marketing association 
or cooperative may market peanuts for 
which a loan is made under this section in 
any manner that conforms to consumer 
needs, including the separation of peanuts by 
type and quality. 

(6) REIMBURSABLE AGREEMENTS AND PAY-
MENT OF ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—The 
Secretary may implement any reimbursable 
agreements or provide for the payment of ad-
ministrative expenses under this subsection 
only in a manner that is consistent with 
those activities in regard to other loan com-
modities. 
SEC. 1202. LOAN RATES FOR NONRECOURSE MAR-

KETING ASSISTANCE LOANS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of each of 

the 2014 through 2018 crop years, the loan 
rate for a marketing assistance loan under 
section 1201 for a loan commodity shall be 
equal to the following: 

(1) In the case of wheat, $2.94 per bushel. 
(2) In the case of corn, $1.95 per bushel. 
(3) In the case of grain sorghum, $1.95 per 

bushel. 
(4) In the case of barley, $1.95 per bushel. 
(5) In the case of oats, $1.39 per bushel. 
(6) In the case of base quality of upland 

cotton, for each of the 2014 through 2018 crop 
years, the simple average of the adjusted 
prevailing world price for the 2 immediately 
preceding marketing years, as determined by 
the Secretary and announced October 1 pre-
ceding the next domestic plantings, but in no 
case less than $0.45 per pound or more than 
$0.52 per pound. 

(7) In the case of extra long staple cotton, 
$0.7977 per pound. 

(8) In the case of long grain rice, $6.50 per 
hundredweight. 

(9) In the case of medium grain rice, $6.50 
per hundredweight. 

(10) In the case of soybeans, $5.00 per bush-
el. 

(11) In the case of other oilseeds, $10.09 per 
hundredweight for each of the following 
kinds of oilseeds: 

(A) Sunflower seed. 
(B) Rapeseed. 
(C) Canola. 
(D) Safflower. 
(E) Flaxseed. 
(F) Mustard seed. 
(G) Crambe. 
(H) Sesame seed. 
(I) Other oilseeds designated by the Sec-

retary. 
(12) In the case of dry peas, $5.40 per hun-

dredweight. 
(13) In the case of lentils, $11.28 per hun-

dredweight. 
(14) In the case of small chickpeas, $7.43 per 

hundredweight. 
(15) In the case of large chickpeas, $11.28 

per hundredweight. 
(16) In the case of graded wool, $1.15 per 

pound. 
(17) In the case of nongraded wool, $0.40 per 

pound. 
(18) In the case of mohair, $4.20 per pound. 
(19) In the case of honey, $0.69 per pound. 

(20) In the case of peanuts, $355 per ton. 
(b) SINGLE COUNTY LOAN RATE FOR OTHER 

OILSEEDS.—The Secretary shall establish a 
single loan rate in each county for each kind 
of other oilseeds described in subsection 
(a)(11). 
SEC. 1203. TERM OF LOANS. 

(a) TERM OF LOAN.—In the case of each 
loan commodity, a marketing assistance 
loan under section 1201 shall have a term of 
9 months beginning on the first day of the 
first month after the month in which the 
loan is made. 

(b) EXTENSIONS PROHIBITED.—The Sec-
retary may not extend the term of a mar-
keting assistance loan for any loan com-
modity. 
SEC. 1204. REPAYMENT OF LOANS. 

(a) GENERAL RULE.—The Secretary shall 
permit the producers on a farm to repay a 
marketing assistance loan under section 1201 
for a loan commodity (other than upland 
cotton, long grain rice, medium grain rice, 
extra long staple cotton, peanuts and confec-
tionery and each other kind of sunflower 
seed (other than oil sunflower seed)) at a 
rate that is the lesser of— 

(1) the loan rate established for the com-
modity under section 1202, plus interest (de-
termined in accordance with section 163 of 
the Federal Agriculture Improvement and 
Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7283)); 

(2) a rate (as determined by the Secretary) 
that— 

(A) is calculated based on average market 
prices for the loan commodity during the 
preceding 30-day period; and 

(B) will minimize discrepancies in mar-
keting loan benefits across State boundaries 
and across county boundaries; or 

(3) a rate that the Secretary may develop 
using alternative methods for calculating a 
repayment rate for a loan commodity that 
the Secretary determines will— 

(A) minimize potential loan forfeitures; 
(B) minimize the accumulation of stocks of 

the commodity by the Federal Government; 
(C) minimize the cost incurred by the Fed-

eral Government in storing the commodity; 
(D) allow the commodity produced in the 

United States to be marketed freely and 
competitively, both domestically and inter-
nationally; and 

(E) minimize discrepancies in marketing 
loan benefits across State boundaries and 
across county boundaries. 

(b) REPAYMENT RATES FOR UPLAND COTTON, 
LONG GRAIN RICE, AND MEDIUM GRAIN RICE.— 
The Secretary shall permit producers to 
repay a marketing assistance loan under sec-
tion 1201 for upland cotton, long grain rice, 
and medium grain rice at a rate that is the 
lesser of— 

(1) the loan rate established for the com-
modity under section 1202, plus interest (de-
termined in accordance with section 163 of 
the Federal Agriculture Improvement and 
Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7283)); or 

(2) the prevailing world market price for 
the commodity, as determined and adjusted 
by the Secretary in accordance with this sec-
tion. 

(c) REPAYMENT RATES FOR EXTRA LONG 
STAPLE COTTON.—Repayment of a marketing 
assistance loan for extra long staple cotton 
shall be at the loan rate established for the 
commodity under section 1202, plus interest 
(determined in accordance with section 163 of 
the Federal Agriculture Improvement and 
Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7283)). 

(d) PREVAILING WORLD MARKET PRICE.—For 
purposes of this section and section 1207, the 
Secretary shall prescribe by regulation— 

(1) a formula to determine the prevailing 
world market price for each of upland cot-
ton, long grain rice, and medium grain rice; 
and 
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(2) a mechanism by which the Secretary 

shall announce periodically those prevailing 
world market prices. 

(e) ADJUSTMENT OF PREVAILING WORLD 
MARKET PRICE FOR UPLAND COTTON, LONG 
GRAIN RICE, AND MEDIUM GRAIN RICE.— 

(1) RICE.—The prevailing world market 
price for long grain rice and medium grain 
rice determined under subsection (d) shall be 
adjusted to United States quality and loca-
tion. 

(2) COTTON.—The prevailing world market 
price for upland cotton determined under 
subsection (d)— 

(A) shall be adjusted to United States qual-
ity and location, with the adjustment to in-
clude— 

(i) a reduction equal to any United States 
Premium Factor for upland cotton of a qual-
ity higher than Middling (M) 13⁄32-inch; and 

(ii) the average costs to market the com-
modity, including average transportation 
costs, as determined by the Secretary; and 

(B) may be further adjusted, during the pe-
riod beginning on the date of enactment of 
this Act and ending on July 31, 2019, if the 
Secretary determines the adjustment is nec-
essary— 

(i) to minimize potential loan forfeitures; 
(ii) to minimize the accumulation of 

stocks of upland cotton by the Federal Gov-
ernment; 

(iii) to ensure that upland cotton produced 
in the United States can be marketed freely 
and competitively, both domestically and 
internationally; and 

(iv) to ensure an appropriate transition be-
tween current-crop and forward-crop price 
quotations, except that the Secretary may 
use forward-crop price quotations prior to 
July 31 of a marketing year only if— 

(I) there are insufficient current-crop price 
quotations; and 

(II) the forward-crop price quotation is the 
lowest such quotation available. 

(3) GUIDELINES FOR ADDITIONAL ADJUST-
MENTS.—In making adjustments under this 
subsection, the Secretary shall establish a 
mechanism for determining and announcing 
the adjustments in order to avoid undue dis-
ruption in the United States market. 

(f) REPAYMENT RATES FOR CONFECTIONERY 
AND OTHER KINDS OF SUNFLOWER SEEDS.—The 
Secretary shall permit the producers on a 
farm to repay a marketing assistance loan 
under section 1201 for confectionery and each 
other kind of sunflower seed (other than oil 
sunflower seed) at a rate that is the lesser 
of— 

(1) the loan rate established for the com-
modity under section 1202, plus interest (de-
termined in accordance with section 163 of 
the Federal Agriculture Improvement and 
Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7283)); or 

(2) the repayment rate established for oil 
sunflower seed. 

(g) PAYMENT OF COTTON STORAGE COSTS.— 
Effective for each of the 2014 through 2018 
crop years, the Secretary shall make cotton 
storage payments available in the same 
manner, and at the same rates as the Sec-
retary provided storage payments for the 
2006 crop of cotton, except that the rates 
shall be reduced by 10 percent. 

(h) REPAYMENT RATE FOR PEANUTS.—The 
Secretary shall permit producers on a farm 
to repay a marketing assistance loan for pea-
nuts under section 1201 at a rate that is the 
lesser of— 

(1) the loan rate established for peanuts 
under section 1202(a)(20), plus interest (deter-
mined in accordance with section 163 of the 
Federal Agriculture Improvement and Re-
form Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7283)); or 

(2) a rate that the Secretary determines 
will— 

(A) minimize potential loan forfeitures; 

(B) minimize the accumulation of stocks of 
peanuts by the Federal Government; 

(C) minimize the cost incurred by the Fed-
eral Government in storing peanuts; and 

(D) allow peanuts produced in the United 
States to be marketed freely and competi-
tively, both domestically and internation-
ally. 

(i) AUTHORITY TO TEMPORARILY ADJUST RE-
PAYMENT RATES.— 

(1) ADJUSTMENT AUTHORITY.—In the event 
of a severe disruption to marketing, trans-
portation, or related infrastructure, the Sec-
retary may modify the repayment rate oth-
erwise applicable under this section for mar-
keting assistance loans under section 1201 for 
a loan commodity. 

(2) DURATION.—Any adjustment made 
under paragraph (1) in the repayment rate 
for marketing assistance loans for a loan 
commodity shall be in effect on a short-term 
and temporary basis, as determined by the 
Secretary. 
SEC. 1205. LOAN DEFICIENCY PAYMENTS. 

(a) AVAILABILITY OF LOAN DEFICIENCY PAY-
MENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
section (d), the Secretary may make loan de-
ficiency payments available to producers on 
a farm that, although eligible to obtain a 
marketing assistance loan under section 1201 
with respect to a loan commodity, agree to 
forgo obtaining the loan for the commodity 
in return for loan deficiency payments under 
this section. 

(2) UNSHORN PELTS, HAY, AND SILAGE.— 
(A) MARKETING ASSISTANCE LOANS.—Sub-

ject to subparagraph (B), nongraded wool in 
the form of unshorn pelts and hay and silage 
derived from a loan commodity are not eligi-
ble for a marketing assistance loan under 
section 1201. 

(B) LOAN DEFICIENCY PAYMENT.—Effective 
for each of the 2014 through 2018 crop years, 
the Secretary may make loan deficiency 
payments available under this section to 
producers on a farm that produce unshorn 
pelts or hay and silage derived from a loan 
commodity. 

(b) COMPUTATION.—A loan deficiency pay-
ment for a loan commodity or commodity 
referred to in subsection (a)(2) shall be equal 
to the product obtained by multiplying— 

(1) the payment rate determined under sub-
section (c) for the commodity; by 

(2) the quantity of the commodity pro-
duced by the eligible producers, excluding 
any quantity for which the producers obtain 
a marketing assistance loan under section 
1201. 

(c) PAYMENT RATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a loan com-

modity, the payment rate shall be the 
amount by which— 

(A) the loan rate established under section 
1202 for the loan commodity; exceeds 

(B) the rate at which a marketing assist-
ance loan for the loan commodity may be re-
paid under section 1204. 

(2) UNSHORN PELTS.—In the case of unshorn 
pelts, the payment rate shall be the amount 
by which— 

(A) the loan rate established under section 
1202 for ungraded wool; exceeds 

(B) the rate at which a marketing assist-
ance loan for ungraded wool may be repaid 
under section 1204. 

(3) HAY AND SILAGE.—In the case of hay or 
silage derived from a loan commodity, the 
payment rate shall be the amount by 
which— 

(A) the loan rate established under section 
1202 for the loan commodity from which the 
hay or silage is derived; exceeds 

(B) the rate at which a marketing assist-
ance loan for the loan commodity may be re-
paid under section 1204. 

(d) EXCEPTION FOR EXTRA LONG STAPLE 
COTTON.—This section shall not apply with 
respect to extra long staple cotton. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE FOR PAYMENT RATE DE-
TERMINATION.—The Secretary shall deter-
mine the amount of the loan deficiency pay-
ment to be made under this section to the 
producers on a farm with respect to a quan-
tity of a loan commodity or commodity re-
ferred to in subsection (a)(2) using the pay-
ment rate in effect under subsection (c) as of 
the date the producers request the payment. 
SEC. 1206. PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF LOAN DEFI-

CIENCY PAYMENTS FOR GRAZED 
ACREAGE. 

(a) ELIGIBLE PRODUCERS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Effective for each of the 

2014 through 2018 crop years, in the case of a 
producer that would be eligible for a loan de-
ficiency payment under section 1205 for 
wheat, barley, or oats, but that elects to use 
acreage planted to the wheat, barley, or oats 
for the grazing of livestock, the Secretary 
shall make a payment to the producer under 
this section if the producer enters into an 
agreement with the Secretary to forgo any 
other harvesting of the wheat, barley, or 
oats on that acreage. 

(2) GRAZING OF TRITICALE ACREAGE.—Effec-
tive for each of the 2014 through 2018 crop 
years, with respect to a producer on a farm 
that uses acreage planted to triticale for the 
grazing of livestock, the Secretary shall 
make a payment to the producer under this 
section if the producer enters into an agree-
ment with the Secretary to forgo any other 
harvesting of triticale on that acreage. 

(b) PAYMENT AMOUNT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount of a payment 

made under this section to a producer on a 
farm described in subsection (a)(1) shall be 
equal to the amount determined by multi-
plying— 

(A) the loan deficiency payment rate deter-
mined under section 1205(c) in effect, as of 
the date of the agreement, for the county in 
which the farm is located; by 

(B) the payment quantity determined by 
multiplying— 

(i) the quantity of the grazed acreage on 
the farm with respect to which the producer 
elects to forgo harvesting of wheat, barley, 
or oats; and 

(ii)(I) the payment yield in effect for the 
calculation of price loss coverage under sec-
tion 1115 with respect to that loan com-
modity on the farm; 

(II) in the case of a farm for which agri-
culture risk coverage is elected under sec-
tion 1116(a), the payment yield that would 
otherwise be in effect with respect to that 
loan commodity on the farm in the absence 
of such election; or 

(III) in the case of a farm for which no pay-
ment yield is otherwise established for that 
loan commodity on the farm, an appropriate 
yield established by the Secretary in a man-
ner consistent with section 1113(c). 

(2) GRAZING OF TRITICALE ACREAGE.—The 
amount of a payment made under this sec-
tion to a producer on a farm described in 
subsection (a)(2) shall be equal to the 
amount determined by multiplying— 

(A) the loan deficiency payment rate deter-
mined under section 1205(c) in effect for 
wheat, as of the date of the agreement, for 
the county in which the farm is located; by 

(B) the payment quantity determined by 
multiplying— 

(i) the quantity of the grazed acreage on 
the farm with respect to which the producer 
elects to forgo harvesting of triticale; and 

(ii)(I) the payment yield in effect for the 
calculation of price loss coverage under sub-
title A with respect to wheat on the farm; 

(II) in the case of a farm for which agri-
culture risk coverage is elected under sec-
tion 1116(a), the payment yield that would 
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otherwise be in effect for wheat on the farm 
in the absence of such election; or 

(III) in the case of a farm for which no pay-
ment yield is otherwise established for wheat 
on the farm, an appropriate yield established 
by the Secretary in a manner consistent 
with section 1113(c). 

(c) TIME, MANNER, AND AVAILABILITY OF 
PAYMENT.— 

(1) TIME AND MANNER.—A payment under 
this section shall be made at the same time 
and in the same manner as loan deficiency 
payments are made under section 1205. 

(2) AVAILABILITY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish an availability period for the pay-
ments authorized by this section. 

(B) CERTAIN COMMODITIES.—In the case of 
wheat, barley, and oats, the availability pe-
riod shall be consistent with the availability 
period for the commodity established by the 
Secretary for marketing assistance loans au-
thorized by this subtitle. 

(d) PROHIBITION ON CROP INSURANCE INDEM-
NITY OR NONINSURED CROP ASSISTANCE.—A 
2014 through 2018 crop of wheat, barley, oats, 
or triticale planted on acreage that a pro-
ducer elects, in the agreement required by 
subsection (a), to use for the grazing of live-
stock in lieu of any other harvesting of the 
crop shall not be eligible for an indemnity 
under a policy or plan of insurance author-
ized under the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 
U.S.C. 1501 et seq.) or noninsured crop assist-
ance under section 196 of the Federal Agri-
culture Improvement and Reform Act of 1996 
(7 U.S.C. 7333). 
SEC. 1207. SPECIAL MARKETING LOAN PROVI-

SIONS FOR UPLAND COTTON. 
(a) SPECIAL IMPORT QUOTA.— 
(1) DEFINITION OF SPECIAL IMPORT QUOTA.— 

In this subsection, the term ‘‘special import 
quota’’ means a quantity of imports that is 
not subject to the over-quota tariff rate of a 
tariff-rate quota. 

(2) ESTABLISHMENT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The President shall carry 

out an import quota program beginning on 
August 1, 2014, as provided in this subsection. 

(B) PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS.—Whenever 
the Secretary determines and announces 
that for any consecutive 4-week period, the 
Friday through Thursday average price 
quotation for the lowest-priced United 
States growth, as quoted for Middling (M) 
13⁄32-inch cotton, delivered to a definable and 
significant international market, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, exceeds the pre-
vailing world market price, there shall im-
mediately be in effect a special import 
quota. 

(3) QUANTITY.—The quota shall be equal to 
the consumption during a 1-week period of 
cotton by domestic mills at the seasonally 
adjusted average rate of the most recent 3 
months for which official data of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture are available or, in the 
absence of sufficient data, as estimated by 
the Secretary. 

(4) APPLICATION.—The quota shall apply to 
upland cotton purchased not later than 90 
days after the date of the Secretary’s an-
nouncement under paragraph (2) and entered 
into the United States not later than 180 
days after that date. 

(5) OVERLAP.—A special quota period may 
be established that overlaps any existing 
quota period if required by paragraph (2), ex-
cept that a special quota period may not be 
established under this subsection if a quota 
period has been established under subsection 
(b). 

(6) PREFERENTIAL TARIFF TREATMENT.—The 
quantity under a special import quota shall 
be considered to be an in-quota quantity for 
purposes of— 

(A) section 213(d) of the Caribbean Basin 
Economic Recovery Act (19 U.S.C. 2703(d)); 

(B) section 204 of the Andean Trade Pref-
erence Act (19 U.S.C. 3203); 

(C) section 503(d) of the Trade Act of 1974 
(19 U.S.C. 2463(d)); and 

(D) General Note 3(a)(iv) to the Har-
monized Tariff Schedule. 

(7) LIMITATION.—The quantity of cotton en-
tered into the United States during any mar-
keting year under the special import quota 
established under this subsection may not 
exceed the equivalent of 10 weeks’ consump-
tion of upland cotton by domestic mills at 
the seasonally adjusted average rate of the 3 
months immediately preceding the first spe-
cial import quota established in any mar-
keting year. 

(b) LIMITED GLOBAL IMPORT QUOTA FOR UP-
LAND COTTON.— 

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
(A) DEMAND.—The term ‘‘demand’’ means— 
(i) the average seasonally adjusted annual 

rate of domestic mill consumption of cotton 
during the most recent 3 months for which 
official data of the Department of Agri-
culture are available or, in the absence of 
sufficient data, as estimated by the Sec-
retary; and 

(ii) the larger of— 
(I) average exports of upland cotton during 

the preceding 6 marketing years; or 
(II) cumulative exports of upland cotton 

plus outstanding export sales for the mar-
keting year in which the quota is estab-
lished. 

(B) LIMITED GLOBAL IMPORT QUOTA.—The 
term ‘‘limited global import quota’’ means a 
quantity of imports that is not subject to the 
over-quota tariff rate of a tariff-rate quota. 

(C) SUPPLY.—The term ‘‘supply’’ means, 
using the latest official data of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture— 

(i) the carry-over of upland cotton at the 
beginning of the marketing year (adjusted to 
480-pound bales) in which the quota is estab-
lished; 

(ii) production of the current crop; and 
(iii) imports to the latest date available 

during the marketing year. 
(2) PROGRAM.—The President shall carry 

out an import quota program that provides 
that whenever the Secretary determines and 
announces that the average price of the base 
quality of upland cotton, as determined by 
the Secretary, in the designated spot mar-
kets for a month exceeded 130 percent of the 
average price of the quality of cotton in the 
markets for the preceding 36 months, not-
withstanding any other provision of law, 
there shall immediately be in effect a lim-
ited global import quota subject to the fol-
lowing conditions: 

(A) QUANTITY.—The quantity of the quota 
shall be equal to 21 days of domestic mill 
consumption of upland cotton at the season-
ally adjusted average rate of the most recent 
3 months for which official data of the De-
partment of Agriculture are available or, in 
the absence of sufficient data, as estimated 
by the Secretary. 

(B) QUANTITY IF PRIOR QUOTA.—If a quota 
has been established under this subsection 
during the preceding 12 months, the quantity 
of the quota next established under this sub-
section shall be the smaller of 21 days of do-
mestic mill consumption calculated under 
subparagraph (A) or the quantity required to 
increase the supply to 130 percent of the de-
mand. 

(C) PREFERENTIAL TARIFF TREATMENT.—The 
quantity under a limited global import quota 
shall be considered to be an in-quota quan-
tity for purposes of— 

(i) section 213(d) of the Caribbean Basin 
Economic Recovery Act (19 U.S.C. 2703(d)); 

(ii) section 204 of the Andean Trade Pref-
erence Act (19 U.S.C. 3203); 

(iii) section 503(d) of the Trade Act of 1974 
(19 U.S.C. 2463(d)); and 

(iv) General Note 3(a)(iv) to the Har-
monized Tariff Schedule. 

(D) QUOTA ENTRY PERIOD.—When a quota is 
established under this subsection, cotton 
may be entered under the quota during the 
90-day period beginning on the date the 
quota is established by the Secretary. 

(3) NO OVERLAP.—Notwithstanding para-
graph (2), a quota period may not be estab-
lished that overlaps an existing quota period 
or a special quota period established under 
subsection (a). 

(c) ECONOMIC ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE TO 
USERS OF UPLAND COTTON.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
the Secretary shall, on a monthly basis, 
make economic adjustment assistance avail-
able to domestic users of upland cotton in 
the form of payments for all documented use 
of that upland cotton during the previous 
monthly period regardless of the origin of 
the upland cotton. 

(2) VALUE OF ASSISTANCE.—Effective begin-
ning on August 1, 2013, the value of the as-
sistance provided under paragraph (1) shall 
be 3 cents per pound. 

(3) ALLOWABLE PURPOSES.—Economic ad-
justment assistance under this subsection 
shall be made available only to domestic 
users of upland cotton that certify that the 
assistance shall be used only to acquire, con-
struct, install, modernize, develop, convert, 
or expand land, plant, buildings, equipment, 
facilities, or machinery. 

(4) REVIEW OR AUDIT.—The Secretary may 
conduct such review or audit of the records 
of a domestic user under this subsection as 
the Secretary determines necessary to carry 
out this subsection. 

(5) IMPROPER USE OF ASSISTANCE.—If the 
Secretary determines, after a review or audit 
of the records of the domestic user, that eco-
nomic adjustment assistance under this sub-
section was not used for the purposes speci-
fied in paragraph (3), the domestic user shall 
be— 

(A) liable for the repayment of the assist-
ance to the Secretary, plus interest, as de-
termined by the Secretary; and 

(B) ineligible to receive assistance under 
this subsection for a period of 1 year fol-
lowing the determination of the Secretary. 
SEC. 1208. SPECIAL COMPETITIVE PROVISIONS 

FOR EXTRA LONG STAPLE COTTON. 
(a) COMPETITIVENESS PROGRAM.—Notwith-

standing any other provision of law, during 
the period beginning on the date of enact-
ment of this Act through July 31, 2019, the 
Secretary shall carry out a program— 

(1) to maintain and expand the domestic 
use of extra long staple cotton produced in 
the United States; 

(2) to increase exports of extra long staple 
cotton produced in the United States; and 

(3) to ensure that extra long staple cotton 
produced in the United States remains com-
petitive in world markets. 

(b) PAYMENTS UNDER PROGRAM; TRIGGER.— 
Under the program, the Secretary shall 
make payments available under this section 
whenever— 

(1) for a consecutive 4-week period, the 
world market price for the lowest priced 
competing growth of extra long staple cotton 
(adjusted to United States quality and loca-
tion and for other factors affecting the com-
petitiveness of such cotton), as determined 
by the Secretary, is below the prevailing 
United States price for a competing growth 
of extra long staple cotton; and 

(2) the lowest priced competing growth of 
extra long staple cotton (adjusted to United 
States quality and location and for other 
factors affecting the competitiveness of such 
cotton), as determined by the Secretary, is 
less than 134 percent of the loan rate for 
extra long staple cotton. 
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(c) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENTS.—The Secretary 

shall make payments available under this 
section to domestic users of extra long staple 
cotton produced in the United States and ex-
porters of extra long staple cotton produced 
in the United States that enter into an 
agreement with the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration to participate in the program under 
this section. 

(d) PAYMENT AMOUNT.—Payments under 
this section shall be based on the amount of 
the difference in the prices referred to in 
subsection (b)(1) during the fourth week of 
the consecutive 4-week period multiplied by 
the amount of documented purchases by do-
mestic users and sales for export by export-
ers made in the week following such a con-
secutive 4-week period. 
SEC. 1209. AVAILABILITY OF RECOURSE LOANS 

FOR HIGH MOISTURE FEED GRAINS 
AND SEED COTTON. 

(a) HIGH MOISTURE FEED GRAINS.— 
(1) DEFINITION OF HIGH MOISTURE STATE.—In 

this subsection, the term ‘‘high moisture 
state’’ means corn or grain sorghum having 
a moisture content in excess of Commodity 
Credit Corporation standards for marketing 
assistance loans made by the Secretary 
under section 1201. 

(2) RECOURSE LOANS AVAILABLE.—For each 
of the 2014 through 2018 crops of corn and 
grain sorghum, the Secretary shall make 
available recourse loans, as determined by 
the Secretary, to producers on a farm that— 

(A) normally harvest all or a portion of 
their crop of corn or grain sorghum in a high 
moisture state; 

(B) present— 
(i) certified scale tickets from an in-

spected, certified commercial scale, includ-
ing a licensed warehouse, feedlot, feed mill, 
distillery, or other similar entity approved 
by the Secretary, pursuant to regulations 
issued by the Secretary; or 

(ii) field or other physical measurements of 
the standing or stored crop in regions of the 
United States, as determined by the Sec-
retary, that do not have certified commer-
cial scales from which certified scale tickets 
may be obtained within reasonable prox-
imity of harvest operation; 

(C) certify that the producers on the farm 
were the owners of the feed grain at the time 
of delivery to, and that the quantity to be 
placed under loan under this subsection was 
in fact harvested on the farm and delivered 
to, a feedlot, feed mill, or commercial or on- 
farm high-moisture storage facility, or to a 
facility maintained by the users of corn and 
grain sorghum in a high moisture state; and 

(D) comply with deadlines established by 
the Secretary for harvesting the corn or 
grain sorghum and submit applications for 
loans under this subsection within deadlines 
established by the Secretary. 

(3) ELIGIBILITY OF ACQUIRED FEED GRAINS.— 
A loan under this subsection shall be made 
on a quantity of corn or grain sorghum of 
the same crop acquired by the producer 
equivalent to a quantity determined by mul-
tiplying— 

(A) the acreage of the corn or grain sor-
ghum in a high moisture state harvested on 
the farm of the producer; by 

(B) the lower of— 
(i) the payment yield in effect for the cal-

culation of price loss coverage under section 
1115, or the payment yield deemed to be in 
effect or established under subclause (II) or 
(III) of section 1206(b)(1)(B)(ii), with respect 
to corn or grain sorghum on a field that is 
similar to the field from which the corn or 
grain sorghum referred to in subparagraph 
(A) was obtained; or 

(ii) the actual yield of corn or grain sor-
ghum on a field, as determined by the Sec-
retary, that is similar to the field from 

which the corn or grain sorghum referred to 
in subparagraph (A) was obtained. 

(b) RECOURSE LOANS AVAILABLE FOR SEED 
COTTON.—For each of the 2014 through 2018 
crops of upland cotton and extra long staple 
cotton, the Secretary shall make available 
recourse seed cotton loans, as determined by 
the Secretary, on any production. 

(c) REPAYMENT RATES.—Repayment of a re-
course loan made under this section shall be 
at the loan rate established for the com-
modity by the Secretary, plus interest (de-
termined in accordance with section 163 of 
the Federal Agriculture Improvement and 
Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7283)). 

SEC. 1210. ADJUSTMENTS OF LOANS. 

(a) ADJUSTMENT AUTHORITY.—Subject to 
subsection (e), the Secretary may make ap-
propriate adjustments in the loan rates for 
any loan commodity (other than cotton) for 
differences in grade, type, quality, location, 
and other factors. 

(b) MANNER OF ADJUSTMENT.—The adjust-
ments under subsection (a) shall, to the max-
imum extent practicable, be made in such a 
manner that the average loan level for the 
commodity will, on the basis of the antici-
pated incidence of the factors, be equal to 
the level of support determined in accord-
ance with this subtitle and subtitle C. 

(c) ADJUSTMENT ON COUNTY BASIS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may estab-

lish loan rates for a crop for producers in in-
dividual counties in a manner that results in 
the lowest loan rate being 95 percent of the 
national average loan rate, if those loan 
rates do not result in an increase in outlays. 

(2) PROHIBITION.—Adjustments under this 
subsection shall not result in an increase in 
the national average loan rate for any year. 

(d) ADJUSTMENT IN LOAN RATE FOR COT-
TON.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may make 
appropriate adjustments in the loan rate for 
cotton for differences in quality factors. 

(2) TYPES OF ADJUSTMENTS.—Loan rate ad-
justments under paragraph (1) may include— 

(A) the use of non-spot market price data, 
in addition to spot market price data, that 
would enhance the accuracy of the price in-
formation used in determining quality ad-
justments under this subsection; 

(B) adjustments in the premiums or dis-
counts associated with upland cotton with a 
staple length of 33 or above due to 
micronaire with the goal of eliminating any 
unnecessary artificial splits in the calcula-
tions of the premiums or discounts; and 

(C) such other adjustments as the Sec-
retary determines appropriate, after con-
sultations conducted in accordance with 
paragraph (3). 

(3) CONSULTATION WITH PRIVATE SECTOR.— 
(A) PRIOR TO REVISION.—In making adjust-

ments to the loan rate for cotton (including 
any review of the adjustments) as provided 
in this subsection, the Secretary shall con-
sult with representatives of the United 
States cotton industry. 

(B) INAPPLICABILITY OF FEDERAL ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE ACT.—The Federal Advisory Com-
mittee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall not apply to 
consultations under this subsection. 

(4) REVIEW OF ADJUSTMENTS.—The Sec-
retary may review the operation of the up-
land cotton quality adjustments imple-
mented pursuant to this subsection and may 
make further adjustments to the administra-
tion of the loan program for upland cotton, 
by revoking or revising any adjustment 
taken under paragraph (2). 

(e) RICE.—The Secretary shall not make 
adjustments in the loan rates for long grain 
rice and medium grain rice, except for dif-
ferences in grade and quality (including mill-
ing yields). 

Subtitle C—Sugar 
SEC. 1301. SUGAR POLICY. 

(a) CONTINUATION OF CURRENT PROGRAM 
AND LOAN RATES.— 

(1) SUGARCANE.—Section 156(a) of the Fed-
eral Agriculture Improvement and Reform 
Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7272(a)) is amended— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (3); 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘the 2011 
crop year; and’’ and inserting ‘‘each of the 
2011 through 2018 crop years.’’; and 

(C) by striking paragraph (5). 
(2) SUGAR BEETS.—Section 156(b)(2) of the 

Federal Agriculture Improvement and Re-
form Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7272(b)(2)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 

(3) EFFECTIVE PERIOD.—Section 156(i) of the 
Federal Agriculture Improvement and Re-
form Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7272(i)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) FLEXIBLE MARKETING ALLOTMENTS FOR 
SUGAR.— 

(1) SUGAR ESTIMATES.—Section 359b(a)(1) of 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938 (7 
U.S.C. 1359bb(a)(1)) is amended by striking 
‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE PERIOD.—Section 359l(a) of 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938 (7 
U.S.C. 1359ll(a)) is amended by striking 
‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

Subtitle D—Dairy 
PART I—MARGIN PROTECTION PROGRAM 

FOR DAIRY PRODUCERS 
SEC. 1401. DEFINITIONS. 

In this part and part III: 
(1) ACTUAL DAIRY PRODUCTION MARGIN.—The 

term ‘‘actual dairy production margin’’ 
means the difference between the all-milk 
price and the average feed cost, as calculated 
under section 1402. 

(2) ALL-MILK PRICE.—The term ‘‘all-milk 
price’’ means the average price received, per 
hundredweight of milk, by dairy operations 
for all milk sold to plants and dealers in the 
United States, as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

(3) AVERAGE FEED COST.—The term ‘‘aver-
age feed cost’’ means the average cost of feed 
used by a dairy operation to produce a hun-
dredweight of milk, determined under sec-
tion 1402 using the sum of the following: 

(A) The product determined by multiplying 
1.0728 by the price of corn per bushel. 

(B) The product determined by multiplying 
0.00735 by the price of soybean meal per ton. 

(C) The product determined by multiplying 
0.0137 by the price of alfalfa hay per ton. 

(4) CONSECUTIVE 2-MONTH PERIOD.—The 
term ‘‘consecutive 2-month period’’ refers to 
the 2-month period consisting of the months 
of January and February, March and April, 
May and June, July and August, September 
and October, or November and December, re-
spectively. 

(5) DAIRY OPERATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘dairy oper-

ation’’ means, as determined by the Sec-
retary, 1 or more dairy producers that 
produce and market milk as a single dairy 
operation in which each dairy producer— 

(i) shares in the risk of producing milk; 
and 

(ii) makes contributions (including land, 
labor, management, equipment, or capital) 
to the dairy operation of the individual or 
entity, which are at least commensurate 
with the individual or entity’s share of the 
proceeds of the operation. 

(B) ADDITIONAL OWNERSHIP STRUCTURES.— 
The Secretary shall determine additional 
ownership structures to be covered by the 
definition of dairy operation. 

(6) MARGIN PROTECTION PROGRAM.—The 
term ‘‘margin protection program’’ means 
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the margin protection program required by 
section 1403. 

(7) MARGIN PROTECTION PROGRAM PAY-
MENT.—The term ‘‘margin protection pro-
gram payment’’ means a payment made to a 
participating dairy operation under the mar-
gin protection program pursuant to section 
1406. 

(8) PARTICIPATING DAIRY OPERATION.—The 
term ‘‘participating dairy operation’’ means 
a dairy operation that registers under sec-
tion 1404 to participate in the margin protec-
tion program. 

(9) PRODUCTION HISTORY.—The term ‘‘pro-
duction history’’ means the production his-
tory determined for a participating dairy op-
eration under subsection (a) or (b) of section 
1405 when the participating dairy operation 
first registers to participate in the margin 
protection program. 

(10) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture. 

(11) UNITED STATES.—The term ‘‘United 
States’’, in a geographical sense, means the 
50 States, the District of Columbia, Amer-
ican Samoa, Guam, the Commonwealth of 
the Northern Mariana Islands, the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands of 
the United States, and any other territory or 
possession of the United States. 
SEC. 1402. CALCULATION OF AVERAGE FEED 

COST AND ACTUAL DAIRY PRODUC-
TION MARGINS. 

(a) CALCULATION OF AVERAGE FEED COST.— 
The Secretary shall calculate the national 
average feed cost for each month using the 
following data: 

(1) The price of corn for a month shall be 
the price received during that month by 
farmers in the United States for corn, as re-
ported in the monthly Agricultural Prices 
report by the Secretary. 

(2) The price of soybean meal for a month 
shall be the central Illinois price for soybean 
meal, as reported in the Market News– 
Monthly Soybean Meal Price Report by the 
Secretary. 

(3) The price of alfalfa hay for a month 
shall be the price received during that month 
by farmers in the United States for alfalfa 
hay, as reported in the monthly Agricultural 
Prices report by the Secretary. 

(b) CALCULATION OF ACTUAL DAIRY PRODUC-
TION MARGIN.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—For use in the margin pro-
tection program, the Secretary shall cal-
culate the actual dairy production margin 
for each consecutive 2-month period by sub-
tracting— 

(A) the average feed cost for that consecu-
tive 2-month period, determined in accord-
ance with subsection (a); from 

(B) the all-milk price for that consecutive 
2-month period. 

(2) TIME FOR CALCULATION.—The calcula-
tion required by this subsection shall be 
made as soon as practicable using the full- 
month price of the applicable reference 
month. 
SEC. 1403. ESTABLISHMENT OF MARGIN PROTEC-

TION PROGRAM FOR DAIRY PRO-
DUCERS. 

Not later than September 1, 2014, the Sec-
retary shall establish and administer a mar-
gin protection program for dairy producers 
under which participating dairy operations 
are paid a margin protection payment when 
actual dairy production margins are less 
than the threshold levels for a margin pro-
tection payment. 
SEC. 1404. PARTICIPATION OF DAIRY OPER-

ATIONS IN MARGIN PROTECTION 
PROGRAM. 

(a) ELIGIBILITY.—All dairy operations in 
the United States shall be eligible to partici-
pate in the margin protection program to re-
ceive margin protection payments. 

(b) REGISTRATION PROCESS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall speci-
fy the manner and form by which a partici-
pating dairy operation may register to par-
ticipate in the margin protection program. 

(2) TREATMENT OF MULTIPRODUCER DAIRY 
OPERATIONS.—If a participating dairy oper-
ation is operated by more than 1 dairy pro-
ducer, all of the dairy producers of the par-
ticipating dairy operation shall be treated as 
a single dairy operation for purposes of par-
ticipating in the margin protection program. 

(3) TREATMENT OF PRODUCERS WITH MUL-
TIPLE DAIRY OPERATIONS.—If a dairy producer 
operates 2 or more dairy operations, each 
dairy operation of the producer shall sepa-
rately register to participate in the margin 
protection program. 

(c) ANNUAL ADMINISTRATIVE FEE.— 
(1) ADMINISTRATIVE FEE REQUIRED.—Each 

participating dairy operation shall— 
(A) pay an administrative fee to register to 

participate in the margin protection pro-
gram; and 

(B) pay the administrative fee annually 
through the duration of the margin protec-
tion program specified in section 1409. 

(2) AMOUNT OF FEE.—The administrative 
fee for a participating dairy operation shall 
be $100. 

(3) USE OF FEES.—The Secretary shall use 
administrative fees collected under this sub-
section to cover administrative costs in-
curred to carry out the margin protection 
program. 

(d) RELATION TO LIVESTOCK GROSS MARGIN 
FOR DAIRY PROGRAM.—A dairy operation may 
participate in the margin protection pro-
gram or the livestock gross margin for dairy 
program under the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.), but not both. 
SEC. 1405. PRODUCTION HISTORY OF PARTICI-

PATING DAIRY OPERATIONS. 
(a) PRODUCTION HISTORY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-

section (b), when a dairy operation first reg-
isters to participate in the margin protec-
tion program, the production history of the 
dairy operation for the margin protection 
program is equal to the highest annual milk 
marketings of the participating dairy oper-
ation during any one of the 2011, 2012, or 2013 
calendar years. 

(2) ADJUSTMENT.—In subsequent years, the 
Secretary shall adjust the production his-
tory of a participating dairy operation deter-
mined under paragraph (1) to reflect any in-
crease in the national average milk produc-
tion. 

(b) ELECTION BY NEW DAIRY OPERATIONS.— 
In the case of a participating dairy operation 
that has been in operation for less than a 
year, the participating dairy operation shall 
elect 1 of the following methods for the Sec-
retary to determine the production history 
of the participating dairy operation: 

(1) The volume of the actual milk mar-
ketings for the months the participating 
dairy operation has been in operation extrap-
olated to a yearly amount. 

(2) An estimate of the actual milk mar-
ketings of the participating dairy operation 
based on the herd size of the participating 
dairy operation relative to the national roll-
ing herd average data published by the Sec-
retary. 

(c) REQUIRED INFORMATION.—A partici-
pating dairy operation shall provide all in-
formation that the Secretary may require in 
order to establish the production history of 
the participating dairy operation for pur-
poses of participating in the margin protec-
tion program. 
SEC. 1406. MARGIN PROTECTION PAYMENTS. 

(a) COVERAGE LEVEL THRESHOLD AND COV-
ERAGE PERCENTAGE.—For purposes of receiv-
ing margin protection payments for a con-
secutive 2-month period, a participating 
dairy operation shall annually elect— 

(1) a coverage level threshold that is equal 
to $4.00, $4.50, $5.00, $5.50, $6.00, $6.50, $7.00, 
$7.50, or $8.00; and 

(2) a percentage of coverage, in 5-percent 
increments, beginning with 25 percent and 
not exceeding 90 percent of the production 
history of the participating dairy operation. 

(b) PAYMENT THRESHOLD.—A participating 
dairy operation shall receive a margin pro-
tection payment whenever the average ac-
tual dairy production margin for a consecu-
tive 2-month period is less than the coverage 
level threshold selected by the participating 
dairy operation. 

(c) AMOUNT OF MARGIN PROTECTION PAY-
MENT.—The margin protection payment for 
the participating dairy operation shall be de-
termined as follows: 

(1) The Secretary shall calculate the 
amount by which the coverage level thresh-
old selected by the participating dairy oper-
ation exceeds the average actual dairy pro-
duction margin for the consecutive 2-month 
period. 

(2) The amount determined under para-
graph (1) shall be multiplied by— 

(A) the coverage percentage selected by 
the participating dairy operation; and 

(B) the production history of the partici-
pating dairy operation divided by 6. 

SEC. 1407. PREMIUMS FOR MARGIN PROTECTION 
PROGRAM. 

(a) CALCULATION OF PREMIUMS.—For pur-
poses of participating in the margin protec-
tion program, a participating dairy oper-
ation shall pay an annual premium equal to 
the product obtained by multiplying— 

(1) the coverage percentage elected by the 
participating dairy operation under section 
1406(a)(2); 

(2) the production history of the partici-
pating dairy operation; and 

(3) the premium per hundredweight of milk 
imposed by this section for the coverage 
level selected. 

(b) PREMIUM PER HUNDREDWEIGHT FOR 
FIRST 4 MILLION POUNDS OF PRODUCTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—For the first 4,000,000 
pounds of milk marketings included in the 
production history of a participating dairy 
operation, the premium per hundredweight 
for each coverage level is specified in the 
table contained in paragraph (2). 

(2) PRODUCER PREMIUMS.—Except as pro-
vided in paragraph (3), the following annual 
premiums apply: 

Coverage Level Premium per Cwt. 

$4.00 None 
$4.50 $0.010 
$5.00 $0.025 
$5.50 $0.040 
$6.00 $0.055 
$6.50 $0.090 
$7.00 $0.217 
$7.50 $0.300 
$8.00 $0.475 

(3) SPECIAL RULE.—The premium per hun-
dredweight specified in the table contained 
in paragraph (2) for each coverage level (ex-
cept the $8.00 coverage level) shall be re-
duced by 25 percent for each of calendar 
years 2014 and 2015. 

(c) PREMIUM PER HUNDREDWEIGHT FOR PRO-
DUCTION IN EXCESS OF 4 MILLION POUNDS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—For milk marketings in 
excess of 4,000,000 pounds included in the pro-
duction history of a participating dairy oper-
ation, the premium per hundredweight for 
each coverage level is specified in the table 
contained in paragraph (2). 

(2) PRODUCER PREMIUMS.—The following an-
nual premiums apply: 
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Coverage Level Premium per Cwt. 

$4.00 None 
$4.50 $0.020 
$5.00 $0.040 
$5.50 $0.100 
$6.00 $0.155 
$6.50 $0.290 
$7.00 $0.830 
$7.50 $1.060 
$8.00 $1.360 

(d) TIME FOR PAYMENT OF PREMIUM.—The 
Secretary shall provide more than 1 method 
by which a participating dairy operation 
may pay the premium required under this 
section in any manner that maximizes par-
ticipating dairy operation payment flexi-
bility and program integrity. 

(e) PREMIUM OBLIGATIONS.— 
(1) PRO-RATION OF PREMIUM FOR NEW PAR-

TICIPANTS.—In the case of a participating 
dairy operation that first registers to par-
ticipate in the margin protection program 
for a calendar year after the start of the cal-
endar year, the participating dairy operation 
shall pay a pro-rated premium for that cal-
endar year based on the portion of the cal-
endar year for which the participating dairy 
operation purchases the coverage. 

(2) LEGAL OBLIGATION.—A participating 
dairy operation in the margin protection 
program for a calendar year shall be legally 
obligated to pay the applicable premium for 
that calendar year, except that the Sec-
retary may waive that obligation, under 
terms and conditions determined by the Sec-
retary, for any participating dairy operation 
in the case of death, retirement, permanent 
dissolution of a participating dairy oper-
ation, or other circumstances as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate to ensure the 
integrity of the program. 
SEC. 1408. EFFECT OF FAILURE TO PAY ADMINIS-

TRATIVE FEES OR PREMIUMS. 
(a) LOSS OF BENEFITS.—A participating 

dairy operation that fails to pay the required 
annual administrative fee under section 1404 
or is in arrears on premium payments under 
section 1407— 

(1) remains legally obligated to pay the ad-
ministrative fee or premiums, as the case 
may be; and 

(2) may not receive margin protection pay-
ments until the fees or premiums are fully 
paid. 

(b) ENFORCEMENT.—The Secretary may 
take such action as necessary to collect ad-
ministrative fees and premium payments for 
participation in the margin protection pro-
gram. 
SEC. 1409. DURATION. 

The margin protection program shall end 
on December 31, 2018. 
SEC. 1410. ADMINISTRATION AND ENFORCEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
mulgate regulations to address administra-
tive and enforcement issues involved in car-
rying out the margin protection program. 

(b) RECONSTITUTION.—The Secretary shall 
promulgate regulations to prohibit a dairy 
producer from reconstituting a dairy oper-
ation for the purpose of the dairy producer 
receiving margin protection payments. 

(c) ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.—Using au-
thorities under section 1001(h) of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308(h)) and 
subtitle H of the Department of Agriculture 
Reorganization Act (7 U.S.C. 6991 et seq.), the 
Secretary shall promulgate regulations to 
provide for administrative appeals of deci-
sions of the Secretary that are adverse to 
participants of the margin protection pro-
gram. 

(d) INCLUSION OF ADDITIONAL ORDER.—Sec-
tion 143(a)(2) of the Federal Agriculture Im-
provement and Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 

7253(a)(2)) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new sentence: ‘‘Subsection (b) 
does not apply to the authority of the Sec-
retary under this subsection.’’. 
PART II—REPEAL OR REAUTHORIZATION 
OF OTHER DAIRY-RELATED PROVISIONS 

SEC. 1421. REPEAL OF DAIRY PRODUCT PRICE 
SUPPORT PROGRAM. 

Section 1501 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8771) is repealed. 
SEC. 1422. TEMPORARY CONTINUATION AND 

EVENTUAL REPEAL OF MILK IN-
COME LOSS CONTRACT PROGRAM. 

(a) TEMPORARY CONTINUATION OF PAYMENTS 
UNDER MILK INCOME LOSS CONTRACT PRO-
GRAM.—Section 1506 of the Food, Conserva-
tion, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8773) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(6) TERMINATION DATE.—The term ‘termi-
nation date’ means the earlier of the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(A) The date on which the Secretary cer-
tifies to Congress that the margin protection 
program required by section 1403 of the Agri-
cultural Act of 2014 is operational. 

‘‘(B) September 1, 2014.’’; 
(2) in subsection (c)(3)— 
(A) in subparagraph (B), by inserting after 

‘‘August 31, 2013,’’ the following: ‘‘and for the 
period beginning February 1, 2014, and ending 
on the termination date,’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘and 
thereafter,’’ and inserting ‘‘and ending Janu-
ary 31, 2014,’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)— 
(A) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘For any 

month beginning on or after September 1, 
2013,’’ and inserting ‘‘During the period be-
ginning on September 1, 2013, and ending on 
January 31, 2014,’’; 

(B) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (4); and 

(C) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (3): 

‘‘(3) FINAL ADJUSTMENT AUTHORITY.—Dur-
ing the period beginning on February 1, 2014, 
and ending on the termination date, if the 
National Average Dairy Feed Ration Cost for 
a month during that period is greater than 
$7.35 per hundredweight, the amount speci-
fied in subsection (c)(2)(A) used to determine 
the payment rate for that month shall be in-
creased by 45 percent of the percentage by 
which the National Average Dairy Feed Ra-
tion Cost exceeds $7.35 per hundredweight.’’; 

(4) in subsection (e)(2)(A)— 
(A) in clause (ii), by inserting after ‘‘Au-

gust 31, 2013,’’ the following: ‘‘and for the pe-
riod beginning February 1, 2014, and ending 
on the termination date,’’; and 

(B) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘effective be-
ginning September 1, 2013,’’ and inserting 
‘‘for the period beginning September 1, 2013, 
and ending January 31, 2014,’’; 

(5) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘during 
the period beginning on the date that is 90 
days after the date of enactment of this Act 
and ending on September 30, 2013’’ and in-
serting ‘‘until the termination date’’; and 

(6) in subsection (h)(1), by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2013’’ and inserting ‘‘the termi-
nation date’’. 

(b) REPEAL OF MILK INCOME LOSS CONTRACT 
PROGRAM.— 

(1) REPEAL.—Effective on the termination 
date, section 1506 of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8773) is re-
pealed. 

(2) TERMINATION DATE DEFINED.—In para-
graph (1), the term ‘‘termination date’’ 
means the earlier of the following: 

(A) The date on which the Secretary cer-
tifies to Congress that the margin protection 
program required by section 1403 is oper-
ational. 

(B) September 1, 2014. 
SEC. 1423. REPEAL OF DAIRY EXPORT INCENTIVE 

PROGRAM. 
(a) REPEAL.—Section 153 of the Food Secu-

rity Act of 1985 (15 U.S.C. 713a–14) is repealed. 
(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 

902(2) of the Trade Sanctions Reform and Ex-
port Enhancement Act of 2000 (22 U.S.C. 
7201(2)) is amended— 

(1) by striking subparagraph (D); and 
(2) by redesignating subparagraphs (E) and 

(F) as subparagraphs (D) and (E), respec-
tively. 
SEC. 1424. EXTENSION OF DAIRY FORWARD PRIC-

ING PROGRAM. 
Section 1502(e) of the Food, Conservation, 

and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8772(e)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘2015’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2021’’. 
SEC. 1425. EXTENSION OF DAIRY INDEMNITY 

PROGRAM. 
Section 3 of Public Law 90–484 (7 U.S.C. 

450l) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 1426. EXTENSION OF DAIRY PROMOTION 

AND RESEARCH PROGRAM. 
Section 113(e)(2) of the Dairy Production 

Stabilization Act of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 4504(e)(2)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 1427. REPEAL OF FEDERAL MILK MAR-

KETING ORDER REVIEW COMMIS-
SION. 

Section 1509 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110–246; 122 
Stat. 1726) is repealed. 

PART III—DAIRY PRODUCT DONATION 
PROGRAM 

SEC. 1431. DAIRY PRODUCT DONATION PRO-
GRAM. 

(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED; PURPOSE.—Not 
later than 120 days after the date on which 
the Secretary certifies to Congress that the 
margin protection program is operational, 
the Secretary shall establish and administer 
a dairy product donation program for the 
purposes of— 

(1) addressing low operating margins expe-
rienced by participating dairy operations; 
and 

(2) providing nutrition assistance to indi-
viduals in low-income groups. 

(b) PROGRAM TRIGGER.—The Secretary 
shall announce that the dairy product dona-
tion program is in effect for a month, and 
undertake activities under subsection (c) 
during the month, whenever the actual dairy 
production margin has been $4.00 or less per 
hundredweight of milk for each of the imme-
diately preceding 2 months. 

(c) REQUIRED PROGRAM ACTIVITIES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Whenever the dairy prod-

uct donation program is in effect under sub-
section (b), the Secretary shall immediately 
purchase dairy products, at prevailing mar-
ket prices, until such time as one of the ter-
mination conditions specified in subsection 
(d)(1) is met. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—To determine the types 
and quantities of dairy products to purchase 
under the dairy product donation program, 
the Secretary shall consult with public and 
private nonprofit organizations organized to 
feed low-income populations 

(d) TERMINATION OF PROGRAM ACTIVITIES.— 
(1) TERMINATION THRESHOLDS.—The Sec-

retary shall cease activities under the dairy 
product donation program, and shall not re-
initiate activities under the program until 
the condition specified in subsection (b) is 
again met, whenever any one of the fol-
lowing occurs: 

(A) The Secretary has made purchases 
under the dairy product donation program 
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for three consecutive months, even if the ac-
tual dairy production margin remains $4.00 
or less per hundredweight of milk. 

(B) The actual dairy production margin 
has been greater than $4.00 per hundred-
weight of milk for the immediately pre-
ceding month. 

(C) The actual dairy production margin has 
been $4.00 or less, but more than $3.00, per 
hundredweight of milk for the immediately 
preceding month and during the same 
month— 

(i) the price in the United States for ched-
dar cheese was more than 5 percent above 
the world price; or 

(ii) the price in the United States for non- 
fat dry milk was more than 5 percent above 
the world price of skim milk powder. 

(D) The actual dairy production margin 
has been $3.00 or less per hundredweight of 
milk for the immediately preceding month 
and during the same month— 

(i) the price in the United States for ched-
dar cheese was more than 7 percent above 
the world price; or 

(ii) the price in the United States for non- 
fat dry milk was more than 7 percent above 
the world price of skim milk powder. 

(2) DETERMINATIONS.—For purposes of this 
subsection, the Secretary shall determine 
the price in the United States for cheddar 
cheese and non-fat dry milk and the world 
price of cheddar cheese and skim milk pow-
der. 

(e) DISTRIBUTION OF PURCHASED DAIRY 
PRODUCTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture shall distribute, but not store, the 
dairy products purchased under the dairy 
product donation program in a manner that 
encourages the domestic consumption of 
such dairy products by diverting them to 
persons in low-income groups, as determined 
by the Secretary. 

(2) USE OF PUBLIC OR PRIVATE NONPROFIT 
ORGANIZATIONS.—The Secretary shall utilize 
the services of public and private nonprofit 
organizations for the distribution of dairy 
products purchased under the dairy product 
donation program. A public or private non-
profit organization that receives dairy prod-
ucts may transfer the products to another 
public or private nonprofit organization that 
agrees to use the dairy products to provide, 
without cost or waste, nutrition assistance 
to individuals in low-income groups. 

(f) PROHIBITION ON RESALE OF PRODUCTS.— 
A public or private nonprofit organization 
that receives dairy products under sub-
section (e) may not sell the products back 
into commercial markets. 

(g) USE OF COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION 
FUNDS.—As specified in section 1601(a), the 
funds, facilities, and authorities of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation shall be available 
to the Secretary for the purposes of imple-
menting and administering the dairy product 
donation program. 

(h) DURATION.—In addition to the termi-
nation conditions specified in subsection 
(d)(1), the dairy product donation program 
shall end on December 31, 2018. 

Subtitle E—Supplemental Agricultural 
Disaster Assistance Programs 

SEC. 1501. SUPPLEMENTAL AGRICULTURAL DIS-
ASTER ASSISTANCE. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ELIGIBLE PRODUCER ON A FARM.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘eligible pro-

ducer on a farm’’ means an individual or en-
tity described in subparagraph (B) that, as 
determined by the Secretary, assumes the 
production and market risks associated with 
the agricultural production of crops or live-
stock. 

(B) DESCRIPTION.—An individual or entity 
referred to in subparagraph (A) is— 

(i) a citizen of the United States; 
(ii) a resident alien; 
(iii) a partnership of citizens of the United 

States; or 
(iv) a corporation, limited liability cor-

poration, or other farm organizational struc-
ture organized under State law. 

(2) FARM-RAISED FISH.—The term ‘‘farm- 
raised fish’’ means any aquatic species that 
is propagated and reared in a controlled en-
vironment. 

(3) LIVESTOCK.—The term ‘‘livestock’’ in-
cludes— 

(A) cattle (including dairy cattle); 
(B) bison; 
(C) poultry; 
(D) sheep; 
(E) swine; 
(F) horses; and 
(G) other livestock, as determined by the 

Secretary. 
(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 

means the Secretary of Agriculture. 
(b) LIVESTOCK INDEMNITY PAYMENTS.— 
(1) PAYMENTS.—For fiscal year 2012 and 

each succeeding fiscal year, the Secretary 
shall use such sums as are necessary of the 
funds of the Commodity Credit Corporation 
to make livestock indemnity payments to el-
igible producers on farms that have incurred 
livestock death losses in excess of the nor-
mal mortality, as determined by the Sec-
retary, due to— 

(A) attacks by animals reintroduced into 
the wild by the Federal Government or pro-
tected by Federal law, including wolves and 
avian predators; or 

(B) adverse weather, as determined by the 
Secretary, during the calendar year, includ-
ing losses due to hurricanes, floods, bliz-
zards, disease, wildfires, extreme heat, and 
extreme cold. 

(2) PAYMENT RATES.—Indemnity payments 
to an eligible producer on a farm under para-
graph (1) shall be made at a rate of 75 per-
cent of the market value of the applicable 
livestock on the day before the date of death 
of the livestock, as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

(3) SPECIAL RULE FOR PAYMENTS MADE DUE 
TO DISEASE.—The Secretary shall ensure that 
payments made to an eligible producer under 
paragraph (1) are not made for the same live-
stock losses for which compensation is pro-
vided pursuant to section 10407(d) of the Ani-
mal Health Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 8306(d)). 

(c) LIVESTOCK FORAGE DISASTER PRO-
GRAM.— 

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
(A) COVERED LIVESTOCK.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clause (ii), the term ‘‘covered livestock’’ 
means livestock of an eligible livestock pro-
ducer that, during the 60 days prior to the 
beginning date of a qualifying drought or fire 
condition, as determined by the Secretary, 
the eligible livestock producer— 

(I) owned; 
(II) leased; 
(III) purchased; 
(IV) entered into a contract to purchase; 
(V) is a contract grower; or 
(VI) sold or otherwise disposed of due to 

qualifying drought conditions during— 
(aa) the current production year; or 
(bb) subject to paragraph (3)(B)(ii), 1 or 

both of the 2 production years immediately 
preceding the current production year. 

(ii) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘‘covered live-
stock’’ does not include livestock that were 
or would have been in a feedlot, on the begin-
ning date of the qualifying drought or fire 
condition, as a part of the normal business 
operation of the eligible livestock producer, 
as determined by the Secretary. 

(B) DROUGHT MONITOR.—The term ‘‘drought 
monitor’’ means a system for classifying 
drought severity according to a range of ab-

normally dry to exceptional drought, as de-
fined by the Secretary. 

(C) ELIGIBLE LIVESTOCK PRODUCER.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘eligible live-

stock producer’’ means an eligible producer 
on a farm that— 

(I) is an owner, cash or share lessee, or con-
tract grower of covered livestock that pro-
vides the pastureland or grazing land, includ-
ing cash-leased pastureland or grazing land, 
for the livestock; 

(II) provides the pastureland or grazing 
land for covered livestock, including cash- 
leased pastureland or grazing land that is 
physically located in a county affected by 
drought; 

(III) certifies grazing loss; and 
(IV) meets all other eligibility require-

ments established under this subsection. 
(ii) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘‘eligible live-

stock producer’’ does not include an owner, 
cash or share lessee, or contract grower of 
livestock that rents or leases pastureland or 
grazing land owned by another person on a 
rate-of-gain basis. 

(D) NORMAL CARRYING CAPACITY.—The term 
‘‘normal carrying capacity’’, with respect to 
each type of grazing land or pastureland in a 
county, means the normal carrying capacity, 
as determined under paragraph (3)(D)(i), that 
would be expected from the grazing land or 
pastureland for livestock during the normal 
grazing period, in the absence of a drought or 
fire that diminishes the production of the 
grazing land or pastureland. 

(E) NORMAL GRAZING PERIOD.—The term 
‘‘normal grazing period’’, with respect to a 
county, means the normal grazing period 
during the calendar year for the county, as 
determined under paragraph (3)(D)(i). 

(2) PROGRAM.—For fiscal year 2012 and each 
succeeding fiscal year, the Secretary shall 
use such sums as are necessary of the funds 
of the Commodity Credit Corporation to pro-
vide compensation for losses to eligible live-
stock producers due to grazing losses for cov-
ered livestock due to— 

(A) a drought condition, as described in 
paragraph (3); or 

(B) fire, as described in paragraph (4). 
(3) ASSISTANCE FOR LOSSES DUE TO DROUGHT 

CONDITIONS.— 
(A) ELIGIBLE LOSSES.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—An eligible livestock pro-

ducer may receive assistance under this sub-
section only for grazing losses for covered 
livestock that occur on land that— 

(I) is native or improved pastureland with 
permanent vegetative cover; or 

(II) is planted to a crop planted specifically 
for the purpose of providing grazing for cov-
ered livestock. 

(ii) EXCLUSIONS.—An eligible livestock pro-
ducer may not receive assistance under this 
subsection for grazing losses that occur on 
land used for haying or grazing under the 
conservation reserve program established 
under subchapter B of chapter 1 of subtitle D 
of title XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(16 U.S.C. 3831 et seq.). 

(B) MONTHLY PAYMENT RATE.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clause (ii), the payment rate for assistance 
under this paragraph for 1 month shall, in 
the case of drought, be equal to 60 percent of 
the lesser of— 

(I) the monthly feed cost for all covered 
livestock owned or leased by the eligible 
livestock producer, as determined under sub-
paragraph (C); or 

(II) the monthly feed cost calculated by 
using the normal carrying capacity of the el-
igible grazing land of the eligible livestock 
producer. 

(ii) PARTIAL COMPENSATION.—In the case of 
an eligible livestock producer that sold or 
otherwise disposed of covered livestock due 
to drought conditions in 1 or both of the 2 
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production years immediately preceding the 
current production year, as determined by 
the Secretary, the payment rate shall be 80 
percent of the payment rate otherwise cal-
culated in accordance with clause (i). 

(C) MONTHLY FEED COST.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—The monthly feed cost 

shall equal the product obtained by multi-
plying— 

(I) 30 days; 
(II) a payment quantity that is equal to 

the feed grain equivalent, as determined 
under clause (ii); and 

(III) a payment rate that is equal to the 
corn price per pound, as determined under 
clause (iii). 

(ii) FEED GRAIN EQUIVALENT.—For purposes 
of clause (i)(II), the feed grain equivalent 
shall equal— 

(I) in the case of an adult beef cow, 15.7 
pounds of corn per day; or 

(II) in the case of any other type of weight 
of livestock, an amount determined by the 
Secretary that represents the average num-
ber of pounds of corn per day necessary to 
feed the livestock. 

(iii) CORN PRICE PER POUND.—For purposes 
of clause (i)(III), the corn price per pound 
shall equal the quotient obtained by divid-
ing— 

(I) the higher of— 
(aa) the national average corn price per 

bushel for the 12-month period immediately 
preceding March 1 of the year for which the 
disaster assistance is calculated; or 

(bb) the national average corn price per 
bushel for the 24-month period immediately 
preceding that March 1; by 

(II) 56. 
(D) NORMAL GRAZING PERIOD AND DROUGHT 

MONITOR INTENSITY.— 
(i) FSA COUNTY COMMITTEE DETERMINA-

TIONS.— 
(I) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall deter-

mine the normal carrying capacity and nor-
mal grazing period for each type of grazing 
land or pastureland in the county served by 
the applicable committee. 

(II) CHANGES.—No change to the normal 
carrying capacity or normal grazing period 
established for a county under subclause (I) 
shall be made unless the change is requested 
by the appropriate State and county Farm 
Service Agency committees. 

(ii) DROUGHT INTENSITY.— 
(I) D2.—An eligible livestock producer that 

owns or leases grazing land or pastureland 
that is physically located in a county that is 
rated by the U.S. Drought Monitor as having 
a D2 (severe drought) intensity in any area 
of the county for at least 8 consecutive 
weeks during the normal grazing period for 
the county, as determined by the Secretary, 
shall be eligible to receive assistance under 
this paragraph in an amount equal to 1 
monthly payment using the monthly pay-
ment rate determined under subparagraph 
(B). 

(II) D3.—An eligible livestock producer 
that owns or leases grazing land or 
pastureland that is physically located in a 
county that is rated by the U.S. Drought 
Monitor as having at least a D3 (extreme 
drought) intensity in any area of the county 
at any time during the normal grazing pe-
riod for the county, as determined by the 
Secretary, shall be eligible to receive assist-
ance under this paragraph— 

(aa) in an amount equal to 3 monthly pay-
ments using the monthly payment rate de-
termined under subparagraph (B); 

(bb) if the county is rated as having a D3 
(extreme drought) intensity in any area of 
the county for at least 4 weeks during the 
normal grazing period for the county, or is 
rated as having a D4 (exceptional drought) 
intensity in any area of the county at any 
time during the normal grazing period, in an 

amount equal to 4 monthly payments using 
the monthly payment rate determined under 
subparagraph (B); or 

(cc) if the county is rated as having a D4 
(exceptional drought) intensity in any area 
of the county for at least 4 weeks during the 
normal grazing period, in an amount equal 
to 5 monthly payments using the monthly 
rate determined under subparagraph (B). 

(4) ASSISTANCE FOR LOSSES DUE TO FIRE ON 
PUBLIC MANAGED LAND.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—An eligible livestock pro-
ducer may receive assistance under this 
paragraph only if— 

(i) the grazing losses occur on rangeland 
that is managed by a Federal agency; and 

(ii) the eligible livestock producer is pro-
hibited by the Federal agency from grazing 
the normal permitted livestock on the man-
aged rangeland due to a fire. 

(B) PAYMENT RATE.—The payment rate for 
assistance under this paragraph shall be 
equal to 50 percent of the monthly feed cost 
for the total number of livestock covered by 
the Federal lease of the eligible livestock 
producer, as determined under paragraph 
(3)(C). 

(C) PAYMENT DURATION.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), an 

eligible livestock producer shall be eligible 
to receive assistance under this paragraph 
for the period— 

(I) beginning on the date on which the Fed-
eral agency excludes the eligible livestock 
producer from using the managed rangeland 
for grazing; and 

(II) ending on the last day of the Federal 
lease of the eligible livestock producer. 

(ii) LIMITATION.—An eligible livestock pro-
ducer may only receive assistance under this 
paragraph for losses that occur on not more 
than 180 days per year. 

(5) NO DUPLICATIVE PAYMENTS.—An eligible 
livestock producer may elect to receive as-
sistance for grazing or pasture feed losses 
due to drought conditions under paragraph 
(3) or fire under paragraph (4), but not both 
for the same loss, as determined by the Sec-
retary. 

(d) EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE FOR LIVESTOCK, 
HONEY BEES, AND FARM-RAISED FISH.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—For fiscal year 2012 and 
each succeeding fiscal year, the Secretary 
shall use not more than $20,000,000 of the 
funds of the Commodity Credit Corporation 
to provide emergency relief to eligible pro-
ducers of livestock, honey bees, and farm- 
raised fish to aid in the reduction of losses 
due to disease (including cattle tick fever), 
adverse weather, or other conditions, such as 
blizzards and wildfires, as determined by the 
Secretary, that are not covered under sub-
section (b) or (c). 

(2) USE OF FUNDS.—Funds made available 
under this subsection shall be used to reduce 
losses caused by feed or water shortages, dis-
ease, or other factors as determined by the 
Secretary. 

(3) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Any funds 
made available under this subsection shall 
remain available until expended. 

(e) TREE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM.— 
(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
(A) ELIGIBLE ORCHARDIST.—The term ‘‘eli-

gible orchardist’’ means a person that pro-
duces annual crops from trees for commer-
cial purposes. 

(B) NATURAL DISASTER.—The term ‘‘natural 
disaster’’ means plant disease, insect infesta-
tion, drought, fire, freeze, flood, earthquake, 
lightning, or other occurrence, as deter-
mined by the Secretary. 

(C) NURSERY TREE GROWER.—The term 
‘‘nursery tree grower’’ means a person who 
produces nursery, ornamental, fruit, nut, or 
Christmas trees for commercial sale, as de-
termined by the Secretary. 

(D) TREE.—The term ‘‘tree’’ includes a 
tree, bush, and vine. 

(2) ELIGIBILITY.— 
(A) LOSS.—Subject to subparagraph (B), for 

fiscal year 2012 and each succeeding fiscal 
year, the Secretary shall use such sums as 
are necessary of the funds of the Commodity 
Credit Corporation to provide assistance— 

(i) under paragraph (3) to eligible orchard-
ists and nursery tree growers that planted 
trees for commercial purposes but lost the 
trees as a result of a natural disaster, as de-
termined by the Secretary; and 

(ii) under paragraph (3)(B) to eligible or-
chardists and nursery tree growers that have 
a production history for commercial pur-
poses on planted or existing trees but lost 
the trees as a result of a natural disaster, as 
determined by the Secretary. 

(B) LIMITATION.—An eligible orchardist or 
nursery tree grower shall qualify for assist-
ance under subparagraph (A) only if the tree 
mortality of the eligible orchardist or nurs-
ery tree grower, as a result of damaging 
weather or related condition, exceeds 15 per-
cent (adjusted for normal mortality). 

(3) ASSISTANCE.—Subject to paragraph (4), 
the assistance provided by the Secretary to 
eligible orchardists and nursery tree growers 
for losses described in paragraph (2) shall 
consist of— 

(A)(i) reimbursement of 65 percent of the 
cost of replanting trees lost due to a natural 
disaster, as determined by the Secretary, in 
excess of 15 percent mortality (adjusted for 
normal mortality); or 

(ii) at the option of the Secretary, suffi-
cient seedlings to reestablish a stand; and 

(B) reimbursement of 50 percent of the cost 
of pruning, removal, and other costs incurred 
by an eligible orchardist or nursery tree 
grower to salvage existing trees or, in the 
case of tree mortality, to prepare the land to 
replant trees as a result of damage or tree 
mortality due to a natural disaster, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, in excess of 15 per-
cent damage or mortality (adjusted for nor-
mal tree damage and mortality). 

(4) LIMITATIONS ON ASSISTANCE.— 
(A) DEFINITIONS OF LEGAL ENTITY AND PER-

SON.—In this paragraph, the terms ‘‘legal en-
tity’’ and ‘‘person’’ have the meaning given 
those terms in section 1001(a) of the Food Se-
curity Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308(a)). 

(B) AMOUNT.—The total amount of pay-
ments received, directly or indirectly, by a 
person or legal entity (excluding a joint ven-
ture or general partnership) under this sub-
section may not exceed $125,000 for any crop 
year, or an equivalent value in tree seed-
lings. 

(C) ACRES.—The total quantity of acres 
planted to trees or tree seedlings for which a 
person or legal entity shall be entitled to re-
ceive payments under this subsection may 
not exceed 500 acres. 

(f) PAYMENT LIMITATIONS.— 
(1) DEFINITIONS OF LEGAL ENTITY AND PER-

SON.—In this subsection, the terms ‘‘legal en-
tity’’ and ‘‘person’’ have the meaning given 
those terms in section 1001(a) of the Food Se-
curity Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308(a)). 

(2) AMOUNT.—The total amount of disaster 
assistance payments received, directly or in-
directly, by a person or legal entity (exclud-
ing a joint venture or general partnership) 
under this section (excluding payments re-
ceived under subsection (e)) may not exceed 
$125,000 for any crop year. 

(3) DIRECT ATTRIBUTION.—Subsections (e) 
and (f) of section 1001 of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308) or any successor 
provisions relating to direct attribution 
shall apply with respect to assistance pro-
vided under this section. 
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Subtitle F—Administration 

SEC. 1601. ADMINISTRATION GENERALLY. 
(a) USE OF COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORA-

TION.—The Secretary shall use the funds, fa-
cilities, and authorities of the Commodity 
Credit Corporation to carry out this title. 

(b) DETERMINATIONS BY SECRETARY.—A de-
termination made by the Secretary under 
this title shall be final and conclusive. 

(c) REGULATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this subsection, not later than 90 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary and the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, as appropriate, shall promul-
gate such regulations as are necessary to im-
plement this title and the amendments made 
by this title. 

(2) PROCEDURE.—The promulgation of the 
regulations and administration of this title 
and the amendments made by this title and 
sections 11003 and 11017 shall be made with-
out regard to— 

(A) the notice and comment provisions of 
section 553 of title 5, United States Code; 

(B) chapter 35 of title 44, United States 
Code (commonly known as the ‘‘Paperwork 
Reduction Act’’); and 

(C) the Statement of Policy of the Sec-
retary of Agriculture effective July 24, 1971 
(36 Fed. Reg. 13804), relating to notices of 
proposed rulemaking and public participa-
tion in rulemaking. 

(3) CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW OF AGENCY RULE-
MAKING.—In carrying out this subsection, the 
Secretary shall use the authority provided 
under section 808 of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(d) ADJUSTMENT AUTHORITY RELATED TO 
TRADE AGREEMENTS COMPLIANCE.— 

(1) REQUIRED DETERMINATION; ADJUST-
MENT.—If the Secretary determines that ex-
penditures under this title that are subject 
to the total allowable domestic support lev-
els under the Uruguay Round Agreements (as 
defined in section 2 of the Uruguay Round 
Agreements Act (19 U.S.C. 3501)) will exceed 
such allowable levels for any applicable re-
porting period, the Secretary shall, to the 
maximum extent practicable, make adjust-
ments in the amount of such expenditures 
during that period to ensure that such ex-
penditures do not exceed the allowable lev-
els. 

(2) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—Before 
making any adjustment under paragraph (1), 
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee 
on Agriculture of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
describing the determination made under 
that paragraph and the extent of the adjust-
ment to be made. 
SEC. 1602. SUSPENSION OF PERMANENT PRICE 

SUPPORT AUTHORITY. 
(a) AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ACT OF 

1938.—The following provisions of the Agri-
cultural Adjustment Act of 1938 shall not be 
applicable to the 2014 through 2018 crops of 
covered commodities (as defined in section 
1111), cotton, and sugar and shall not be ap-
plicable to milk during the period beginning 
on the date of enactment of this Act through 
December 31, 2018: 

(1) Parts II through V of subtitle B of title 
III (7 U.S.C. 1326 et seq.). 

(2) In the case of upland cotton, section 377 
(7 U.S.C. 1377). 

(3) Subtitle D of title III (7 U.S.C. 1379a et 
seq.). 

(4) Title IV (7 U.S.C. 1401 et seq.). 
(b) AGRICULTURAL ACT OF 1949.—The fol-

lowing provisions of the Agricultural Act of 
1949 shall not be applicable to the 2014 
through 2018 crops of covered commodities 
(as defined in section 1111), cotton, and sugar 
and shall not be applicable to milk during 

the period beginning on the date of enact-
ment of this Act and through December 31, 
2018: 

(1) Section 101 (7 U.S.C. 1441). 
(2) Section 103(a) (7 U.S.C. 1444(a)). 
(3) Section 105 (7 U.S.C. 1444b). 
(4) Section 107 (7 U.S.C. 1445a). 
(5) Section 110 (7 U.S.C. 1445e). 
(6) Section 112 (7 U.S.C. 1445g). 
(7) Section 115 (7 U.S.C. 1445k). 
(8) Section 201 (7 U.S.C. 1446). 
(9) Title III (7 U.S.C. 1447 et seq.). 
(10) Title IV (7 U.S.C. 1421 et seq.), other 

than sections 404, 412, and 416 (7 U.S.C. 1424, 
1429, and 1431). 

(11) Title V (7 U.S.C. 1461 et seq.). 
(12) Title VI (7 U.S.C. 1471 et seq.). 
(c) SUSPENSION OF CERTAIN QUOTA PROVI-

SIONS.—The joint resolution entitled ‘‘A 
joint resolution relating to corn and wheat 
marketing quotas under the Agricultural Ad-
justment Act of 1938, as amended’’, approved 
May 26, 1941 (7 U.S.C. 1330 and 1340), shall not 
be applicable to the crops of wheat planted 
for harvest in the calendar years 2014 
through 2018. 
SEC. 1603. PAYMENT LIMITATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1001 of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308) is amend-
ed by striking subsections (b) and (c) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(b) LIMITATION ON PAYMENTS FOR COVERED 
COMMODITIES (OTHER THAN PEANUTS).—The 
total amount of payments received, directly 
or indirectly, by a person or legal entity (ex-
cept a joint venture or general partnership) 
for any crop year under sections 1116 and 1117 
and as marketing loan gains or loan defi-
ciency payments under subtitle B of title I of 
the Agricultural Act of 2014 (other than for 
peanuts) may not exceed $125,000. 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION ON PAYMENTS FOR PEA-
NUTS.—The total amount of payments re-
ceived, directly or indirectly, by a person or 
legal entity (except a joint venture or gen-
eral partnership) for any crop year under 
sections 1116 and 1117 and as marketing loan 
gains or loan deficiency payments under sub-
title B of title I of the Agricultural Act of 
2014 for peanuts may not exceed $125,000.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) LIMITATION ON APPLICABILITY.—Section 

1001(d) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (7 
U.S.C. 1308(d)) is amended by striking ‘‘the 
marketing assistance loan program or the 
loan deficiency payment program under title 
I of the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act 
of 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘the forfeiture of a 
commodity pledged as collateral for a loan 
made available under subtitle B of title I of 
the Agricultural Act of 2014’’. 

(2) TREATMENT OF FEDERAL AGENCIES AND 
STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS.—Section 
1001(f) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (7 
U.S.C. 1308(f)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (5)(A), by striking ‘‘or 
title XII’’ and inserting ‘‘, title I of the Agri-
cultural Act of 2014, or title XII’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (6)(A), by striking ‘‘or 
title XII’’ and inserting ‘‘, title I of the Agri-
cultural Act of 2014, or title XII’’. 

(3) FOREIGN PERSONS INELIGIBLE.—Section 
1001C(a) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (7 
U.S.C. 1308–3(a)) is amended by inserting 
‘‘title I of the Agricultural Act of 2014,’’ after 
‘‘2008,’’. 

(c) APPLICATION.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply beginning with 
the 2014 crop year. 
SEC. 1604. RULEMAKING RELATED TO SIGNIFI-

CANT CONTRIBUTION FOR ACTIVE 
PERSONAL MANAGEMENT. 

(a) REGULATIONS REQUIRED.—Within 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall promulgate, with an 
opportunity for notice and comment, regula-
tions— 

(1) to define the term ‘‘significant con-
tribution of active personal management’’ 
for purposes of section 1001A of the Food Se-
curity Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308–1); and 

(2) if the Secretary determines it is appro-
priate, to establish limits for varying types 
of farming operations on the number of indi-
viduals who may be considered to be actively 
engaged in farming with respect to the farm-
ing operation when a significant contribu-
tion of active personal management is the 
basis used to meet the requirement of being 
actively engaged in farming under section 
1001A of the Food Security Act of 1985 (7 
U.S.C. 1308–1) by an individual or entity. 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—In promulgating the 
regulations required under subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall consider— 

(1) the size, nature, and management re-
quirements of each type of farming oper-
ation; 

(2) the changing nature of active personal 
management due to advancements of farm-
ing operations; and 

(3) the degree to which the regulations pro-
mulgated pursuant to subsection (a) will ad-
versely impact the long-term viability of the 
farming operation. 

(c) FAMILY FARMS.—The Secretary shall 
not apply the regulations promulgated pur-
suant to subsection (a) to individuals or enti-
ties comprised solely of family members (as 
that term is defined in section 1001(a)(2) of 
the Food Security Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 
1308(a)(2))). 

(d) MONITORING.—The regulations promul-
gated pursuant to subsection (a) shall in-
clude a plan for monitoring the status of 
compliance reviews for whether a person or 
entity is in compliance with the regulations. 

(e) PAPERWORK REDUCTION.—In order to 
conserve Federal resources and prevent un-
necessary paperwork burdens, the Secretary 
shall ensure that any additional paperwork 
required as a result of the regulations pro-
mulgated pursuant to subsection (a) be lim-
ited to those persons who are subject to such 
regulations. 

(f) RELATION TO OTHER REQUIREMENTS.— 
Nothing in this section may be construed to 
authorize the Secretary to alter, directly or 
indirectly, existing regulations for other re-
quirements in section 1001A of the Food Se-
curity Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308–1). 

(g) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The requirements of 
any regulation promulgated pursuant to this 
section shall apply beginning with the 2015 
crop year. 
SEC. 1605. ADJUSTED GROSS INCOME LIMITA-

TION. 
(a) LIMITATIONS AND COVERED BENEFITS.— 

Section 1001D(b) of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308–3a(b)) is amended— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking 
‘‘LIMITATIONS’’ and inserting ‘‘LIMITATIONS 
ON COMMODITY AND CONSERVATION PRO-
GRAMS’’; 

(2) by striking paragraphs (1) and (2) and 
inserting the following new paragraphs: 

‘‘(1) LIMITATION.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, a person or legal enti-
ty shall not be eligible to receive any benefit 
described in paragraph (2) during a crop, fis-
cal, or program year, as appropriate, if the 
average adjusted gross income of the person 
or legal entity exceeds $900,000. 

‘‘(2) COVERED BENEFITS.—Paragraph (1) ap-
plies with respect to the following: 

‘‘(A) A payment or benefit under subtitle A 
or E of title I of the Agricultural Act of 2014. 

‘‘(B) A marketing loan gain or loan defi-
ciency payment under subtitle B of title I of 
the Agricultural Act of 2014. 

‘‘(C) Starting with fiscal year 2015, a pay-
ment or benefit under title II of the Agricul-
tural Act of 2014, title II of the Farm Secu-
rity and Rural Investment Act of 2002, title 
II of the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act 
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of 2008, or title XII of the Food Security Act 
of 1985. 

‘‘(D) A payment or benefit under section 
524(b) of the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 
U.S.C. 1524(b)). 

‘‘(E) A payment or benefit under section 
196 of the Federal Agriculture Improvement 
and Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7333).’’. 

(b) UPDATING DEFINITIONS.—Paragraph (1) 
of section 1001D(a) of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308–3a(a)) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(1) AVERAGE ADJUSTED GROSS INCOME.—In 
this section, the term ‘average adjusted 
gross income’, with respect to a person or 
legal entity, means the average of the ad-
justed gross income or comparable measure 
of the person or legal entity over the 3 tax-
able years preceding the most immediately 
preceding complete taxable year, as deter-
mined by the Secretary.’’. 

(c) INCOME DETERMINATION.—Section 1001D 
of the Food Security Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 
1308–3a) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (c); and 
(2) by redesignating subsections (d), (e), 

and (f) as subsections (c), (d), and (e), respec-
tively. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
1001D of the Food Security Act of 1985 (7 
U.S.C. 1308–3a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘subparagraph (A) or (B) 

of’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘, the average adjusted 

gross farm income, and the average adjusted 
gross nonfarm income’’; 

(2) in subsection (a)(3), by striking ‘‘, aver-
age adjusted gross farm income, and average 
adjusted gross nonfarm income’’ both places 
it appears; 

(3) in subsection (c) (as redesignated by 
subsection (c)(2) of this section)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘, average 
adjusted gross farm income, and average ad-
justed gross nonfarm income’’ both places it 
appears; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘para-
graphs (1)(C) and (2)(B) of subsection (b)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘subsection (b)(2)’’; and 

(4) in subsection (d) (as redesignated by 
subsection (c)(2) of this section)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘paragraphs (1)(C) and 
(2)(B) of subsection (b)’’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (b)(2)’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘, average adjusted gross 
farm income, or average adjusted gross non-
farm income’’. 

(e) EFFECTIVE PERIOD.—Subsection (e) of 
section 1001D of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308–3a), as redesignated by 
subsection (c)(2) of this section, is repealed. 

(f) LIMITATION ON APPLICABILITY.—Section 
1001(d) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (7 
U.S.C. 1308) is amended by inserting before 
the period at the end the following: ‘‘or title 
I of the Agricultural Act of 2014’’. 

(g) TRANSITION.—Section 1001D of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1308–3a), as in 
effect on the day before the date of the en-
actment of this Act, shall apply with respect 
to the 2013 crop, fiscal, or program year, as 
appropriate, for each program described in 
paragraphs (1)(C) and (2)(B) of subsection (b) 
of that section (as so in effect on that day). 
SEC. 1606. GEOGRAPHICALLY DISADVANTAGED 

FARMERS AND RANCHERS. 
Section 1621(d) of the Food, Conservation, 

and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8792(d)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘each of fiscal years 
2009 through 2012’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal year 
2009 and each succeeding fiscal year’’. 
SEC. 1607. PERSONAL LIABILITY OF PRODUCERS 

FOR DEFICIENCIES. 
Section 164 of the Federal Agriculture Im-

provement and Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 
7284) is amended by striking ‘‘and title I of 

the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 
2008’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘title I of the Food, Conservation, and En-
ergy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8702 et seq.), and 
title I of the Agricultural Act of 2014’’. 
SEC. 1608. PREVENTION OF DECEASED INDIVID-

UALS RECEIVING PAYMENTS UNDER 
FARM COMMODITY PROGRAMS. 

(a) RECONCILIATION.—At least twice each 
year, the Secretary shall reconcile Social Se-
curity numbers of all individuals who receive 
payments under this title, whether directly 
or indirectly, with the Commissioner of So-
cial Security to determine if the individuals 
are alive. 

(b) PRECLUSION.—The Secretary shall pre-
clude the issuance of payments to, and on be-
half of, deceased individuals that were not 
eligible for payments. 
SEC. 1609. TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS. 

(a) MISSING PUNCTUATION.—Section 
359f(c)(1)(B) of the Agricultural Adjustment 
Act of 1938 (7 U.S.C. 1359ff(c)(1)(B)) is amend-
ed by adding a period at the end. 

(b) ERRONEOUS CROSS REFERENCE.— 
(1) AMENDMENT.—Section 1603(g) of the 

Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 
(Public Law 110–246; 122 Stat. 1739) is amend-
ed in paragraphs (2) through (6) and the 
amendments made by those paragraphs by 
striking ‘‘1703(a)’’ each place it appears and 
inserting ‘‘1603(a)’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This subsection and 
the amendments made by this subsection 
take effect as if included in the Food, Con-
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (Public 
Law 110–246; 122 Stat. 1651). 

(c) CONTINUED APPLICABILITY OF APPRO-
PRIATIONS GENERAL PROVISION.—Section 767 
of division A of Public Law 108–7 (7 U.S.C. 
7911 note; 117 Stat. 48) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(a)’’; 
(2) by striking ‘‘sections 1101 and 1102 of 

Public Law 107–171’’ and inserting ‘‘subtitle 
A of title I of the Agricultural Act of 2014’’; 
and 

(3) by striking ‘‘such section 1102’’ and in-
serting ‘‘such subtitle’’; and 

(4) by striking subsection (b). 
SEC. 1610. APPEALS. 

(a) DIRECTION, CONTROL, AND SUPPORT.— 
Section 272 of the Department of Agriculture 
Reorganization Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 6992) is 
amended by striking subsection (c) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(c) DIRECTION, CONTROL, AND SUPPORT.— 
‘‘(1) DIRECTION AND CONTROL.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the Director shall be free from 
the direction and control of any person other 
than the Secretary or the Deputy Secretary 
of Agriculture. 

‘‘(B) ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT.—The Divi-
sion shall not receive administrative support 
(except on a reimbursable basis) from any 
agency other than the Office of the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(C) PROHIBITION ON DELEGATION.—The Sec-
retary may not delegate to any other officer 
or employee of the Department, other than 
the Deputy Secretary of Agriculture or the 
Director, the authority of the Secretary with 
respect to the Division. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION.—The Assistant Secretary 
for Administration is authorized to inves-
tigate, enforce, and implement the provi-
sions in law, Executive order, or regulations 
that relate in general to competitive and ex-
cepted service positions and employment 
within the Division, including the position of 
Director, and such authority may be further 
delegated to subordinate officials.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
296(b) of the Department of Agriculture Re-
organization Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 7014(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1) 
by striking ‘‘affect—’’ and inserting ‘‘af-
fect:’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘the authority’’ each place 
it appears in paragraphs (1) through (7) and 
inserting ‘‘The authority’’; 

(3) by striking the semicolon at the end of 
each of paragraphs (1) through (5) and insert-
ing a period; 

(4) in paragraph (6)(C), by striking ‘‘; or’’ at 
the end and inserting a period; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(8) The authority of the Secretary to 

carry out amendments made to this title by 
the Agricultural Act of 2014.’’. 
SEC. 1611. ASSIGNMENT OF PAYMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The provisions of section 
8(g) of the Soil Conservation and Domestic 
Allotment Act (16 U.S.C. 590h(g)), relating to 
assignment of payments, shall apply to pay-
ments made under this title. 

(b) NOTICE.—The producer making the as-
signment, or the assignee, shall provide the 
Secretary with notice, in such manner as the 
Secretary may require, of any assignment 
made under this section. 
SEC. 1612. TRACKING OF BENEFITS. 

As soon as practicable after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary may 
track the benefits provided, directly or indi-
rectly, to individuals and entities under ti-
tles I and II and the amendments made by 
those titles. 
SEC. 1613. SIGNATURE AUTHORITY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this title 
and title II and amendments made by those 
titles, if the Secretary approves a document, 
the Secretary shall not subsequently deter-
mine the document is inadequate or invalid 
because of the lack of authority of any per-
son signing the document on behalf of the 
applicant or any other individual, entity, 
general partnership, or joint venture, or the 
documents relied upon were determined in-
adequate or invalid, unless the person sign-
ing the program document knowingly and 
willfully falsified the evidence of signature 
authority or a signature. 

(b) AFFIRMATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this section 

prohibits the Secretary from asking a proper 
party to affirm any document that otherwise 
would be considered approved under sub-
section (a). 

(2) NO RETROACTIVE EFFECT.—A denial of 
benefits based on a lack of affirmation under 
paragraph (1) shall not be retroactive with 
respect to third-party producers who were 
not the subject of the erroneous representa-
tion of authority, if the third-party pro-
ducers— 

(A) relied on the prior approval by the Sec-
retary of the documents in good faith; and 

(B) substantively complied with all pro-
gram requirements. 
SEC. 1614. IMPLEMENTATION. 

(a) MAINTENANCE OF BASE ACRES AND PAY-
MENT YIELDS.—The Secretary shall main-
tain, for each covered commodity and upland 
cotton, base acres and payment yields on a 
farm established under sections 1001 and 1301 
of the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 8702, 8751), as adjusted pursuant 
to sections 1101, 1102, 1108, and 1302 of such 
Act (7 U.S.C. 8711, 8712, 8718, 8752), as in effect 
on September 30, 2013. 

(b) STREAMLINING.—In implementing this 
title, the Secretary shall— 

(1) reduce administrative burdens and costs 
to producers by streamlining and reducing 
paperwork, forms, and other administrative 
requirements, including through the imple-
mentation of the Acreage Crop Reporting 
and Streamlining Initiative that, in part, 
shall ensure that— 

(A) a producer (or an agent of a producer) 
may report information, electronically (in-
cluding geospatial data) or conventionally, 
to the Department; and 
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(B) upon the request of the producer (or 

agent thereof) the Department of Agri-
culture electronically shares with the pro-
ducer (or agent) in real time and without 
cost to the producer (or agent) the common 
land unit data, related farm level data, and 
other information of the producer; 

(2) improve coordination, information 
sharing, and administrative work with the 
Farm Service Agency, Risk Management 
Agency, and the Natural Resources Con-
servation Service; and 

(3) take advantage of new technologies to 
enhance efficiency and effectiveness of pro-
gram delivery to producers. 

(c) IMPLEMENTATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall make 

available to the Farm Service Agency to 
carry out this title $100,000,000. 

(2) ADDITIONAL FUNDS.— 
(A) INITIAL DETERMINATION.—If, by Sep-

tember 30, 2014, the Secretary notifies the 
Committee on Agriculture of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen-
ate that the Farm Service Agency has made 
substantial progress toward implementing 
the requirements of subsection (b)(1), the 
Secretary shall make available to the Farm 
Service Agency to carry out this title 
$10,000,000 on October 1, 2014. The amount 
made available under this subparagraph is in 
addition to the amount made available under 
paragraph (1). 

(B) SUBSEQUENT DETERMINATION.—If, by 
September 30, 2015, the Secretary notifies the 
Committee on Agriculture of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen-
ate that the requirements of subsection (b)(1) 
have been fully implemented and those Com-
mittees provide written concurrence to the 
Secretary, the Secretary shall make avail-
able to the Farm Service Agency to carry 
out this title $10,000,000 on the date the writ-
ten concurrence is provided or October 1, 
2015, whichever is later. The amount made 
available under this subparagraph is in addi-
tion to the amount made available under 
paragraph (1) and any amount made avail-
able under subparagraph (A). 

(3) PRODUCER EDUCATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds made avail-

able under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall 
provide $3,000,000 to State extension services 
for the purpose of educating farmers and 
ranchers on the options made available 
under subtitles A, D, and E of this title and 
under section 196 of the Federal Agriculture 
Improvement and Reform Act of 1996 (7 
U.S.C. 7333). 

(B) WEB-BASED DECISION AIDS.— 
(i) USE OF QUALIFIED UNIVERSITIES.—Of the 

funds made available under paragraph (1), 
the Secretary shall use $3,000,000 to support 
qualified universities (or university-based 
organizations) that represent a diversity of 
regions and commodities (including dairy), 
possess expertise regarding the programs au-
thorized by this Act, have a history in the 
development of decision aids and producer 
outreach initiatives regarding farm risk 
management programs, and are able to meet 
the deadline established pursuant to clause 
(ii) to develop web-based decision aids to as-
sist producers in understanding available op-
tions described in subparagraph (A) and to 
train producers to use these decision aids. 

(ii) DEADLINES.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, the Secretary shall— 

(I) obligate the funds made available under 
clause (i) within 30 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act; and 

(II) require the products described in 
clause (i) to be made available to producers 
on the internet within a reasonable period of 
time, as determined by the Secretary, after 
the implementation of the first rule imple-

menting programs required under subtitle A 
of this title. 

(d) LOAN IMPLEMENTATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In any crop year in which 

an order is issued pursuant 2 U.S.C. 901(a), 
the Secretary shall use such sums as nec-
essary of the funds of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation for such crop year to fully re-
store the support, loan, or assistance that is 
otherwise required under subtitles B or C of 
this title or under the amendments made by 
subtitles B or C, except with respect to the 
assistance provided under sections 1207(c) 
and 1208. 

(2) REPAYMENT.—In carrying out this sub-
section, the Secretary shall ensure that 
when a producer repays a loan at a rate 
equal to the loan rate plus interest in ac-
cordance with the repayment provisions of 
subtitles B or C that the repayment amount 
shall include the portion of the loan amount 
provided under paragraph (1), except that 
this paragraph shall not affect or reduce 
marketing loan gains, loan deficiency pay-
ments, or forfeiture benefits provided for 
under subtitles B or C and as supplemented 
in accordance with paragraph (1). 
SEC. 1615. RESEARCH OPTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 
4(m) of the Commodity Credit Corporation 
Charter Act (15 U.S.C. 714b(m)), funds of the 
Commodity Credit Corporation disbursed 
pursuant to the memorandum of under-
standing between the Government of the 
United States of America and the Govern-
ment of the Federative Republic of Brazil re-
garding a fund for technical assistance and 
capacity building with respect to dispute 
WT/DS 267 in the World Trade Organization 
may, upon resolution of the dispute, be used 
for research consistent with the conditions 
imposed by subsection (b). 

(b) CONDITIONS.—Research authorized by 
subsection (a) must be conducted in collabo-
ration with research agencies of the United 
States Department of Agriculture or with a 
college, university, or research foundation 
located in the United States. Such research 
and collaboration shall be subject to the 
agreement of the parties to the resolved dis-
pute described in subsection (a). 

TITLE II—CONSERVATION 
Subtitle A—Conservation Reserve Program 

SEC. 2001. EXTENSION AND ENROLLMENT RE-
QUIREMENTS OF CONSERVATION 
RESERVE PROGRAM. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 1231(a) of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831(a)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 

(b) ELIGIBLE LAND.—Section 1231(b) of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831(b)) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘the 
date of enactment of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008’’ and inserting ‘‘the 
date of enactment of the Agricultural Act of 
2014’’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and redesig-
nating paragraph (3) as paragraph (2); 

(3) by inserting before paragraph (4) the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) grasslands that— 
‘‘(A) contain forbs or shrubland (including 

improved rangeland and pastureland) for 
which grazing is the predominant use; 

‘‘(B) are located in an area historically 
dominated by grasslands; and 

‘‘(C) could provide habitat for animal and 
plant populations of significant ecological 
value if the land is retained in its current 
use or restored to a natural condition;’’; 

(4) in paragraph (4)(C), by striking 
‘‘filterstrips devoted to trees or shrubs’’ and 
inserting ‘‘filterstrips or riparian buffers de-
voted to trees, shrubs, or grasses’’; and 

(5) by striking paragraph (5) and inserting 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) the portion of land in a field not en-
rolled in the conservation reserve in a case 
in which— 

‘‘(A) more than 50 percent of the land in 
the field is enrolled as a buffer or filterstrip, 
or more than 75 percent of the land in the 
field is enrolled as a conservation practice 
other than as a buffer or filterstrip; and 

‘‘(B) the remainder of the field is— 
‘‘(i) infeasible to farm; and 
‘‘(ii) enrolled at regular rental rates.’’. 
(c) PLANTING STATUS OF CERTAIN LAND.— 

Section 1231(c) of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831(c)) is amended by striking 
‘‘if’’ and all that follows through the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘if, during the crop 
year, the land was devoted to a conserving 
use.’’. 

(d) ENROLLMENT.—Subsection (d) of section 
1231 of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3831) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(d) ENROLLMENT.— 
‘‘(1) MAXIMUM ACREAGE ENROLLED.—The 

Secretary may maintain in the conservation 
reserve at any one time during— 

‘‘(A) fiscal year 2014, no more than 
27,500,000 acres; 

‘‘(B) fiscal year 2015, no more than 
26,000,000 acres; 

‘‘(C) fiscal year 2016, no more than 
25,000,000 acres; 

‘‘(D) fiscal year 2017, no more than 
24,000,000 acres; and 

‘‘(E) fiscal year 2018, no more than 
24,000,000 acres. 

‘‘(2) GRASSLANDS.— 
‘‘(A) LIMITATION.—For purposes of applying 

the limitations in paragraph (1), no more 
than 2,000,000 acres of the land described in 
subsection (b)(3) may be enrolled in the pro-
gram at any one time during the 2014 
through 2018 fiscal years. 

‘‘(B) PRIORITY.—In enrolling acres under 
subparagraph (A), the Secretary may give 
priority to land with expiring conservation 
reserve program contracts. 

‘‘(C) METHOD OF ENROLLMENT.—In enrolling 
acres under subparagraph (A), the Secretary 
shall make the program available to owners 
or operators of eligible land on a continuous 
enrollment basis with one or more ranking 
periods.’’. 

(e) DURATION OF CONTRACT.—Section 1231(e) 
of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3831(e)) is amended by striking paragraphs (2) 
and (3) and inserting the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR CERTAIN LAND.—In 
the case of land devoted to hardwood trees, 
shelterbelts, windbreaks, or wildlife cor-
ridors under a contract entered into under 
this subchapter, the owner or operator of the 
land may, within the limitations prescribed 
under paragraph (1), specify the duration of 
the contract.’’. 

(f) CONSERVATION PRIORITY AREAS.—Sec-
tion 1231(f) of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(16 U.S.C. 3831(f)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘watershed 
areas of the Chesapeake Bay Region, the 
Great Lakes Region, the Long Island Sound 
Region, and other’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘WATER-
SHEDS.—Watersheds’’ and inserting 
‘‘AREAS.—Areas’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘a water-
shed’s designation—’’ and all that follows 
through the period at the end and inserting 
‘‘an area’s designation if the Secretary finds 
that the area no longer contains actual and 
significant adverse water quality or habitat 
impacts related to agricultural production 
activities.’’. 
SEC. 2002. FARMABLE WETLAND PROGRAM. 

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 1231B(a)(1) of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3831b(a)(1)) is amended— 
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(1) by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 

and 
(2) by striking ‘‘a program’’ and inserting 

‘‘a farmable wetland program’’. 
(b) ELIGIBLE ACREAGE.—Section 

1231B(b)(1)(B) of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831b(b)(1)(B)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘flow from a row crop agriculture 
drainage system’’ and inserting ‘‘surface and 
subsurface flow from row crop agricultural 
production’’. 

(c) ACREAGE LIMITATION.—Section 
1231B(c)(1)(B) of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831b(c)(1)(B)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘1,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘750,000’’. 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—Section 1231B 
of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3831b) is amended— 

(1) by striking the heading and inserting 
the following: ‘‘FARMABLE WETLAND PRO-
GRAM’’; and 

(2) in subsection (f)(2), by striking ‘‘section 
1234(c)(2)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
1234(d)(2)(A)(ii)’’. 
SEC. 2003. DUTIES OF OWNERS AND OPERATORS. 

(a) LIMITATION ON HARVESTING, GRAZING, OR 
COMMERCIAL USE OF FORAGE.—Section 
1232(a)(8) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3832(a)(8)) is amended by striking ‘‘ex-
cept that’’ and all that follows through the 
semicolon at the end of the paragraph and 
inserting ‘‘except as provided in subsection 
(b) or (c) of section 1233;’’. 

(b) CONSERVATION PLAN REQUIREMENTS.— 
Subsection (b) of section 1232 of the Food Se-
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3832) is amended 
to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) CONSERVATION PLANS.—The plan re-
ferred to in subsection (a)(1) shall set forth— 

‘‘(1) the conservation measures and prac-
tices to be carried out by the owner or oper-
ator during the term of the contract; and 

‘‘(2) the commercial use, if any, to be per-
mitted on the land during the term.’’. 

(c) RENTAL PAYMENT REDUCTION.—Section 
1232 of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3832) is amended by striking sub-
section (d). 
SEC. 2004. DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY. 

Section 1233 of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3833) is amended to read as fol-
lows: 
‘‘SEC. 1233. DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY. 

‘‘(a) COST-SHARE AND RENTAL PAYMENTS.— 
In return for a contract entered into by an 
owner or operator under the conservation re-
serve program, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(1) share the cost of carrying out the con-
servation measures and practices set forth in 
the contract for which the Secretary deter-
mines that cost sharing is appropriate and in 
the public interest; and 

‘‘(2) for a period of years not in excess of 
the term of the contract, pay an annual rent-
al payment in an amount necessary to com-
pensate for— 

‘‘(A) the conversion of highly erodible 
cropland or other eligible lands normally de-
voted to the production of an agricultural 
commodity on a farm or ranch to a less in-
tensive use; 

‘‘(B) the retirement of any base history 
that the owner or operator agrees to retire 
permanently; and 

‘‘(C) the development and management of 
grasslands for multiple natural resource con-
servation benefits, including to soil, water, 
air, and wildlife. 

‘‘(b) SPECIFIED ACTIVITIES PERMITTED.—The 
Secretary shall permit certain activities or 
commercial uses of land that is subject to a 
contract under the conservation reserve pro-
gram if those activities or uses are con-
sistent with a plan approved by the Sec-
retary and include— 

‘‘(1) harvesting, grazing, or other commer-
cial use of the forage in response to a 

drought, flooding, or other emergency, with-
out any reduction in the rental rate; 

‘‘(2) consistent with the conservation of 
soil, water quality, and wildlife habitat (in-
cluding habitat during primary nesting sea-
sons for birds in the area), and in exchange 
for a reduction of not less than 25 percent in 
the annual rental rate for the acres covered 
by the authorized activity, managed har-
vesting and other commercial use (including 
the managed harvesting of biomass), except 
that in permitting those activities, the Sec-
retary, in coordination with the State tech-
nical committee— 

‘‘(A) shall develop appropriate vegetation 
management requirements; and 

‘‘(B) shall identify periods during which 
the activities may be conducted, such that 
the frequency is at least every 5 but not 
more than once every 3 years; 

‘‘(3) subject to appropriate restrictions 
during the nesting season for birds in the 
local area that are economically significant, 
in significant decline, or conserved in ac-
cordance with Federal or State law, as deter-
mined by the Secretary in consultation with 
the State technical committee, and in ex-
change for a reduction of not less than 25 
percent in the annual rental rate for the 
acres covered by the authorized activity— 

‘‘(A) prescribed grazing for the control of 
invasive species, which may be conducted 
annually; 

‘‘(B) routine grazing, except that in per-
mitting such routine grazing, the Secretary, 
in coordination with the State technical 
committee— 

‘‘(i) shall develop appropriate vegetation 
management requirements and stocking 
rates for the land that are suitable for con-
tinued routine grazing; and 

‘‘(ii) shall identify the periods during 
which routine grazing may be conducted, 
such that the frequency is not more than 
once every 2 years, taking into consideration 
regional differences such as— 

‘‘(I) climate, soil type, and natural re-
sources; 

‘‘(II) the number of years that should be re-
quired between routine grazing activities; 
and 

‘‘(III) how often during a year in which 
routine grazing is permitted that routine 
grazing should be allowed to occur; and 

‘‘(C) the installation of wind turbines and 
associated access, except that in permitting 
the installation of wind turbines, the Sec-
retary shall determine the number and loca-
tion of wind turbines that may be installed, 
taking into account— 

‘‘(i) the location, size, and other physical 
characteristics of the land; 

‘‘(ii) the extent to which the land contains 
threatened or endangered wildlife and wild-
life habitat; and 

‘‘(iii) the purposes of the conservation re-
serve program under this subchapter; 

‘‘(4) the intermittent and seasonal use of 
vegetative buffer practices incidental to ag-
ricultural production on lands adjacent to 
the buffer such that the permitted use does 
not destroy the permanent vegetative cover; 
and 

‘‘(5) grazing by livestock of a beginning 
farmer or rancher without any reduction in 
the rental rate, if the grazing is— 

‘‘(A) consistent with the conservation of 
soil, water quality, and wildlife habitat; 

‘‘(B) subject to appropriate restrictions 
during the nesting season for birds in the 
local area that are economically significant, 
in significant decline, or conserved in ac-
cordance with Federal or State law, as deter-
mined by the Secretary in consultation with 
the State technical committee; and 

‘‘(C) described in subparagraph (A) or (B) of 
paragraph (3). 

‘‘(c) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES ON GRASS-
LANDS.—For eligible land described in sec-
tion 1231(b)(3), the Secretary shall permit the 
following activities: 

‘‘(1) Common grazing practices, including 
maintenance and necessary cultural prac-
tices, on the land in a manner that is con-
sistent with maintaining the viability of 
grassland, forb, and shrub species appro-
priate to that locality. 

‘‘(2) Haying, mowing, or harvesting for 
seed production, subject to appropriate re-
strictions during the nesting season for birds 
in the local area that are economically sig-
nificant, in significant decline, or conserved 
in accordance with Federal or State law, as 
determined by the Secretary in consultation 
with the State technical committee. 

‘‘(3) Fire presuppression, fire-related reha-
bilitation, and construction of fire breaks. 

‘‘(4) Grazing-related activities, such as 
fencing and livestock watering. 

‘‘(d) RESOURCE CONSERVING USE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date 

that is 1 year before the date of termination 
of a contract under the program, the Sec-
retary shall allow an owner or operator to 
make conservation and land improvements 
for economic use that facilitate maintaining 
protection of enrolled land after expiration 
of the contract. 

‘‘(2) CONSERVATION PLAN.—The Secretary 
shall require an owner or operator carrying 
out the activities described in paragraph (1) 
to develop and implement a conservation 
plan. 

‘‘(3) RE-ENROLLMENT PROHIBITED.—Land im-
proved under paragraph (1) may not be re-en-
rolled in the conservation reserve program 
for 5 years after the date of termination of 
the contract. 

‘‘(4) PAYMENT REDUCTION.—In the case of an 
activity carried out under paragraph (1), the 
Secretary shall reduce the payment other-
wise payable under the contract by an 
amount commensurate with the economic 
value of the activity.’’. 
SEC. 2005. PAYMENTS. 

(a) TREES, WINDBREAKS, SHELTERBELTS, 
AND WILDLIFE CORRIDORS.—Section 
1234(b)(3)(A) of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(16 U.S.C. 3834(b)(3)(A)) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(A) APPLICABILITY.—This paragraph ap-
plies to land devoted to the production of 
hardwood trees, windbreaks, shelterbelts, or 
wildlife corridors under a contract entered 
into under this subchapter after November 
28, 1990.’’. 

(b) INCENTIVES FOR THINNING.—Section 1234 
of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3834) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘FEDERAL 

PERCENTAGE OF’’; and 
(B) in paragraph (3)(B)— 
(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘or thinning’’; 

and 
(ii) by amending clause (ii) to read as fol-

lows: 
‘‘(ii) DURATION.—The Secretary shall make 

payments as described in clause (i) for a pe-
riod of not less than 2 years, but not more 
than 4 years, beginning on the date of the 
planting of the trees or shrubs.’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsections (c) 
through (g) as subsections (d) through (h), 
respectively; and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(c) INCENTIVE PAYMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may make 

incentive payments to an owner or operator 
of eligible land in an amount sufficient to 
encourage proper thinning and other prac-
tices to improve the condition of resources, 
promote forest management, or enhance 
wildlife habitat on the land. 
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‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—A payment described in 

paragraph (1) may not exceed 150 percent of 
the total cost of thinning and other practices 
conducted by the owner or operator.’’. 

(c) ANNUAL RENTAL PAYMENTS.—Section 
1234(d) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (as 
redesignated by subsection (b)(2)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or other 
eligible lands’’ after ‘‘highly erodible crop-
land’’ both places it appears; 

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(2) METHODS OF DETERMINATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The amounts payable to 

owners or operators in the form of rental 
payments under contracts entered into under 
this subchapter may be determined 
through— 

‘‘(i) the submission of bids for such con-
tracts by owners and operators in such man-
ner as the Secretary may prescribe; or 

‘‘(ii) such other means as the Secretary de-
termines are appropriate. 

‘‘(B) GRASSLANDS.—In the case of eligible 
land described in section 1231(b)(3), the Sec-
retary shall make annual payments in an 
amount that is not more than 75 percent of 
the grazing value of the land covered by the 
contract.’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (5)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘con-

duct an annual survey’’ and inserting ‘‘, not 
less frequently than once every other year, 
conduct a survey’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘an-
nual’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) USE.—The Secretary may use the esti-

mates derived from the survey conducted 
under subparagraph (A) relating to dryland 
cash rental rates as a factor in determining 
rental rates under this section in a manner 
determined appropriate by the Secretary.’’. 

(d) PAYMENT SCHEDULE.—Subsection (e) of 
section 1234 of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(as redesignated by subsection (b)(2)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(e) PAYMENT SCHEDULE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this section, payments under this 
subchapter shall be made in cash in such 
amount and on such time schedule as is 
agreed on and specified in the contract. 

‘‘(2) ADVANCE PAYMENT.—Payments under 
this subchapter may be made in advance of 
determination of performance.’’. 

(e) PAYMENT LIMITATION.—Section 1234(g) 
of the Food Security Act of 1985 (as redesig-
nated by subsection (b)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘, includ-
ing rental payments made in the form of in- 
kind commodities,’’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (3); and 
(3) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-

graph (2). 
SEC. 2006. CONTRACT REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) EARLY TERMINATION BY OWNER OR OPER-
ATOR.—Section 1235(e) of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3835(e)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(A)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ and in-

serting ‘‘During fiscal year 2015, the Sec-
retary’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘before January 1, 1995,’’; 
(2) in paragraph (2), by striking subpara-

graph (C) and inserting the following: 
‘‘(C) Land devoted to hardwood trees. 
‘‘(D) Wildlife habitat, duck nesting habi-

tat, pollinator habitat, upland bird habitat 
buffer, wildlife food plots, State acres for 
wildlife enhancement, shallow water areas 
for wildlife, and rare and declining habitat. 

‘‘(E) Farmable wetland and restored wet-
land. 

‘‘(F) Land that contains diversions, erosion 
control structures, flood control structures, 

contour grass strips, living snow fences, sa-
linity reducing vegetation, cross wind trap 
strips, and sediment retention structures. 

‘‘(G) Land located within a federally des-
ignated wellhead protection area. 

‘‘(H) Land that is covered by an easement 
under the conservation reserve program. 

‘‘(I) Land located within an average width, 
according to the applicable Natural Re-
sources Conservation Service field office 
technical guide, of a perennial stream or per-
manent water body. 

‘‘(J) Land enrolled under the conservation 
reserve enhancement program.’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘60 days 
after the date on which the owner or oper-
ator submits the notice required under para-
graph (1)(C)’’ and inserting ‘‘upon approval 
by the Secretary’’. 

(b) TRANSITION OPTION FOR CERTAIN FARM-
ERS OR RANCHERS.—Section 1235(f) of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3835(f)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 

(A), by striking ‘‘DUTIES’’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘a beginning farmer or rancher 
or’’ and inserting ‘‘TRANSITION TO COVERED 
FARMER OR RANCHER.—In the case of a con-
tract modification approved in order to fa-
cilitate the transfer of land subject to a con-
tract from a retired farmer or rancher to a 
beginning farmer or rancher, a veteran farm-
er or rancher (as defined in section 2501(e) of 
the Food, Agriculture, Conservation, and 
Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 2279(e))), or a’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (A)(i), by inserting ‘‘, 
including preparing to plant an agricultural 
crop’’ after ‘‘improvements’’; 

(C) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘the 
farmer or rancher’’ and inserting ‘‘the cov-
ered farmer or rancher’’; and 

(D) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘sec-
tion 1001A(b)(3)(B)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
1001’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘require-
ment of section 1231(h)(4)(B)’’ and inserting 
‘‘option pursuant to section 1234(d)(2)(A)(ii)’’. 

(c) FINAL YEAR CONTRACT.—Section 1235 of 
the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3835) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsections: 

‘‘(g) FINAL YEAR OF CONTRACT.—The Sec-
retary shall not consider an owner or oper-
ator to be in violation of a term or condition 
of the conservation reserve contract if— 

‘‘(1) during the year prior to expiration of 
the contract, the land is enrolled in the con-
servation stewardship program; and 

‘‘(2) the activity required under the con-
servation stewardship program pursuant to 
such enrollment is consistent with this sub-
chapter. 

‘‘(h) LAND ENROLLED IN AGRICULTURAL CON-
SERVATION EASEMENT PROGRAM.—The Sec-
retary may terminate or modify a contract 
entered into under this subchapter if eligible 
land that is subject to such contract is trans-
ferred into the agricultural conservation 
easement program under subtitle H.’’. 
SEC. 2007. CONVERSION OF LAND SUBJECT TO 

CONTRACT TO OTHER CONSERVING 
USES. 

Section 1235A of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3835a) is repealed. 
SEC. 2008. EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the amendments made by this 
subtitle shall not affect the validity or terms 
of any contract entered into by the Sec-
retary of Agriculture under subchapter B of 
chapter 1 of subtitle D of title XII of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831 et 
seq.) before the date of enactment of the Ag-
ricultural Act of 2014, or any payments re-
quired to be made in connection with the 
contract. 

(b) UPDATING OF EXISTING CONTRACTS.—The 
Secretary shall permit an owner or operator 
of land subject to a contract entered into 
under subchapter B of chapter 1 of subtitle D 
of title XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(16 U.S.C. 3831 et seq.) before the date of en-
actment of the Agricultural Act of 2014, to 
update the contract to reflect the activities 
and uses of land under contract permitted 
under the terms and conditions of section 
1233(b) of that Act (as amended by section 
2004), as determined appropriate by the Sec-
retary. 

Subtitle B—Conservation Stewardship 
Program 

SEC. 2101. CONSERVATION STEWARDSHIP PRO-
GRAM. 

(a) REVISION OF CURRENT PROGRAM.—Sub-
chapter B of chapter 2 of subtitle D of title 
XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3838d et seq.) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘Subchapter B—Conservation Stewardship 
Program 

‘‘SEC. 1238D. DEFINITIONS. 
‘‘In this subchapter: 
‘‘(1) AGRICULTURAL OPERATION.—The term 

‘agricultural operation’ means all eligible 
land, whether or not contiguous, that is— 

‘‘(A) under the effective control of a pro-
ducer at the time the producer enters into a 
contract under the program; and 

‘‘(B) operated with equipment, labor, man-
agement, and production or cultivation prac-
tices that are substantially separate from 
other agricultural operations, as determined 
by the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) CONSERVATION ACTIVITIES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘conservation 

activities’ means conservation systems, 
practices, or management measures. 

‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘conservation 
activities’ includes— 

‘‘(i) structural measures, vegetative meas-
ures, and land management measures, in-
cluding agriculture drainage management 
systems, as determined by the Secretary; 
and 

‘‘(ii) planning needed to address a priority 
resource concern. 

‘‘(3) CONSERVATION STEWARDSHIP PLAN.— 
The term ‘conservation stewardship plan’ 
means a plan that— 

‘‘(A) identifies and inventories priority re-
source concerns; 

‘‘(B) establishes benchmark data and con-
servation objectives; 

‘‘(C) describes conservation activities to be 
implemented, managed, or improved; and 

‘‘(D) includes a schedule and evaluation 
plan for the planning, installation, and man-
agement of the new and existing conserva-
tion activities. 

‘‘(4) ELIGIBLE LAND.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible land’ 

means— 
‘‘(i) private or tribal land on which agricul-

tural commodities, livestock, or forest-re-
lated products are produced; and 

‘‘(ii) lands associated with the land de-
scribed in clause (i) on which priority re-
source concerns could be addressed through a 
contract under the program. 

‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘eligible land’ 
includes— 

‘‘(i) cropland; 
‘‘(ii) grassland; 
‘‘(iii) rangeland; 
‘‘(iv) pasture land; 
‘‘(v) nonindustrial private forest land; and 
‘‘(vi) other land in agricultural areas (in-

cluding cropped woodland, marshes, and ag-
ricultural land used or capable of being used 
for the production of livestock), as deter-
mined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(5) PRIORITY RESOURCE CONCERN.—The 
term ‘priority resource concern’ means a 
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natural resource concern or problem, as de-
termined by the Secretary, that— 

‘‘(A) is identified at the national, State, or 
local level as a priority for a particular area 
of a State; 

‘‘(B) represents a significant concern in a 
State or region; and 

‘‘(C) is likely to be addressed successfully 
through the implementation of conservation 
activities under this program. 

‘‘(6) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 
the conservation stewardship program estab-
lished by this subchapter. 

‘‘(7) STEWARDSHIP THRESHOLD.—The term 
‘stewardship threshold’ means the level of 
management required, as determined by the 
Secretary, to conserve and improve the qual-
ity and condition of a natural resource. 
‘‘SEC. 1238E. CONSERVATION STEWARDSHIP PRO-

GRAM. 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.—During 

each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018, the 
Secretary shall carry out a conservation 
stewardship program to encourage producers 
to address priority resource concerns and im-
prove and conserve the quality and condition 
of natural resources in a comprehensive 
manner— 

‘‘(1) by undertaking additional conserva-
tion activities; and 

‘‘(2) by improving, maintaining, and man-
aging existing conservation activities. 

‘‘(b) EXCLUSIONS.— 
‘‘(1) LAND ENROLLED IN OTHER CONSERVA-

TION PROGRAMS.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
the following land (even if covered by the 
definition of eligible land) is not eligible for 
enrollment in the program: 

‘‘(A) Land enrolled in the conservation re-
serve program, unless— 

‘‘(i) the conservation reserve contract will 
expire at the end of the fiscal year in which 
the land is to be enrolled in the program; and 

‘‘(ii) conservation reserve program pay-
ments for land enrolled in the program cease 
before the first program payment is made to 
the applicant under this subchapter. 

‘‘(B) Land enrolled in a wetland reserve 
easement through the agricultural conserva-
tion easement program. 

‘‘(C) Land enrolled in the conservation se-
curity program. 

‘‘(2) CONVERSION TO CROPLAND.—Eligible 
land used for crop production after the date 
of enactment of the Agricultural Act of 2014, 
that had not been planted, considered to be 
planted, or devoted to crop production for at 
least 4 of the 6 years preceding that date 
shall not be the basis for any payment under 
the program, unless the land does not meet 
such requirement because— 

‘‘(A) the land had previously been enrolled 
in the conservation reserve program; 

‘‘(B) the land has been maintained using 
long-term crop rotation practices, as deter-
mined by the Secretary; or 

‘‘(C) the land is incidental land needed for 
efficient operation of the farm or ranch, as 
determined by the Secretary. 
‘‘SEC. 1238F. STEWARDSHIP CONTRACTS. 

‘‘(a) SUBMISSION OF CONTRACT OFFERS.—To 
be eligible to participate in the conservation 
stewardship program, a producer shall sub-
mit to the Secretary a contract offer for the 
agricultural operation that— 

‘‘(1) demonstrates to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary that the producer, at the time of 
the contract offer, meets or exceeds the 
stewardship threshold for at least 2 priority 
resource concerns; and 

‘‘(2) would, at a minimum, meet or exceed 
the stewardship threshold for at least 1 addi-
tional priority resource concern by the end 
of the stewardship contract by— 

‘‘(A) installing and adopting additional 
conservation activities; and 

‘‘(B) improving, maintaining, and man-
aging existing conservation activities across 

the entire agricultural operation in a man-
ner that increases or extends the conserva-
tion benefits in place at the time the con-
tract offer is accepted by the Secretary. 

‘‘(b) EVALUATION OF CONTRACT OFFERS.— 
‘‘(1) RANKING OF APPLICATIONS.—In evalu-

ating contract offers submitted under sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall rank applica-
tions based on— 

‘‘(A) the level of conservation treatment 
on all applicable priority resource concerns 
at the time of application; 

‘‘(B) the degree to which the proposed con-
servation activities effectively increase con-
servation performance; 

‘‘(C) the number of applicable priority re-
source concerns proposed to be treated to 
meet or exceed the stewardship threshold by 
the end of the contract; 

‘‘(D) the extent to which other priority re-
source concerns will be addressed to meet or 
exceed the stewardship threshold by the end 
of the contract period; 

‘‘(E) the extent to which the actual and an-
ticipated conservation benefits from the con-
tract are provided at the least cost relative 
to other similarly beneficial contract offers; 
and 

‘‘(F) the extent to which priority resource 
concerns will be addressed when 
transitioning from the conservation reserve 
program to agricultural production. 

‘‘(2) PROHIBITION.—The Secretary may not 
assign a higher priority to any application 
because the applicant is willing to accept a 
lower payment than the applicant would oth-
erwise be eligible to receive. 

‘‘(3) ADDITIONAL CRITERIA.—The Secretary 
may develop and use such additional criteria 
that the Secretary determines are necessary 
to ensure that national, State, and local pri-
ority resource concerns are effectively ad-
dressed. 

‘‘(c) ENTERING INTO CONTRACTS.—After a 
determination that a producer is eligible for 
the program under subsection (a), and a de-
termination that the contract offer ranks 
sufficiently high under the evaluation cri-
teria under subsection (b), the Secretary 
shall enter into a conservation stewardship 
contract with the producer to enroll the eli-
gible land to be covered by the contract. 

‘‘(d) CONTRACT PROVISIONS.— 
‘‘(1) TERM.—A conservation stewardship 

contract shall be for a term of 5 years. 
‘‘(2) REQUIRED PROVISIONS.—The conserva-

tion stewardship contract of a producer 
shall— 

‘‘(A) state the amount of the payment the 
Secretary agrees to make to the producer for 
each year of the conservation stewardship 
contract under section 1238G(d); 

‘‘(B) require the producer— 
‘‘(i) to implement a conservation steward-

ship plan that describes the program pur-
poses to be achieved through 1 or more con-
servation activities; 

‘‘(ii) to maintain and supply information 
as required by the Secretary to determine 
compliance with the conservation steward-
ship plan and any other requirements of the 
program; and 

‘‘(iii) not to conduct any activities on the 
agricultural operation that would tend to de-
feat the purposes of the program; 

‘‘(C) permit all economic uses of the eligi-
ble land that— 

‘‘(i) maintain the agricultural nature of 
the land; and 

‘‘(ii) are consistent with the conservation 
purposes of the conservation stewardship 
contract; 

‘‘(D) include a provision to ensure that a 
producer shall not be considered in violation 
of the contract for failure to comply with 
the contract due to circumstances beyond 
the control of the producer, including a dis-

aster or related condition, as determined by 
the Secretary; 

‘‘(E) include provisions requiring that upon 
the violation of a term or condition of the 
contract at any time the producer has con-
trol of the land— 

‘‘(i) if the Secretary determines that the 
violation warrants termination of the con-
tract— 

‘‘(I) the producer shall forfeit all rights to 
receive payments under the contract; and 

‘‘(II) the producer shall refund all or a por-
tion of the payments received by the pro-
ducer under the contract, including any in-
terest on the payments, as determined by 
the Secretary; or 

‘‘(ii) if the Secretary determines that the 
violation does not warrant termination of 
the contract, the producer shall refund or ac-
cept adjustments to the payments provided 
to the producer, as the Secretary determines 
to be appropriate; 

‘‘(F) include provisions in accordance with 
paragraphs (3) and (4); and 

‘‘(G) include any additional provisions the 
Secretary determines are necessary to carry 
out the program. 

‘‘(3) CHANGE OF INTEREST IN LAND SUBJECT 
TO A CONTRACT.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—At the time of applica-
tion, a producer shall have control of the eli-
gible land to be enrolled in the program. Ex-
cept as provided in subparagraph (B), a 
change in the interest of a producer in eligi-
ble land covered by a contract under the pro-
gram shall result in the termination of the 
contract with regard to that land. 

‘‘(B) TRANSFER OF DUTIES AND RIGHTS.— 
Subparagraph (A) shall not apply if— 

‘‘(i) within a reasonable period of time (as 
determined by the Secretary) after the date 
of the change in the interest in eligible land 
covered by a contract under the program, 
the transferee of the land provides written 
notice to the Secretary that all duties and 
rights under the contract have been trans-
ferred to, and assumed by, the transferee for 
the portion of the land transferred; 

‘‘(ii) the transferee meets the eligibility re-
quirements of the program; and 

‘‘(iii) the Secretary approves the transfer 
of all duties and rights under the contract. 

‘‘(4) MODIFICATION AND TERMINATION OF CON-
TRACTS.— 

‘‘(A) VOLUNTARY MODIFICATION OR TERMI-
NATION.—The Secretary may modify or ter-
minate a contract with a producer if— 

‘‘(i) the producer agrees to the modifica-
tion or termination; and 

‘‘(ii) the Secretary determines that the 
modification or termination is in the public 
interest. 

‘‘(B) INVOLUNTARY TERMINATION.—The Sec-
retary may terminate a contract if the Sec-
retary determines that the producer violated 
the contract. 

‘‘(5) REPAYMENT.—If a contract is termi-
nated, the Secretary may, consistent with 
the purposes of the program— 

‘‘(A) allow the producer to retain payments 
already received under the contract; or 

‘‘(B) require repayment, in whole or in 
part, of payments received and assess liq-
uidated damages. 

‘‘(e) CONTRACT RENEWAL.—At the end of the 
initial 5-year contract period, the Secretary 
may allow the producer to renew the con-
tract for 1 additional 5-year period if the pro-
ducer— 

‘‘(1) demonstrates compliance with the 
terms of the initial contract; 

‘‘(2) agrees to adopt and continue to inte-
grate conservation activities across the en-
tire agricultural operation, as determined by 
the Secretary; and 

‘‘(3) agrees, by the end of the contract pe-
riod— 
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‘‘(A) to meet the stewardship threshold of 

at least 2 additional priority resource con-
cerns on the agricultural operation; or 

‘‘(B) to exceed the stewardship threshold of 
2 existing priority resource concerns that are 
specified by the Secretary in the initial con-
tract. 
‘‘SEC. 1238G. DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—To achieve the conserva-
tion goals of a contract under the conserva-
tion stewardship program, the Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(1) make the program available to eligible 
producers on a continuous enrollment basis 
with 1 or more ranking periods, 1 of which 
shall occur in the first quarter of each fiscal 
year; 

‘‘(2) identify not less than 5 priority re-
source concerns in a particular watershed or 
other appropriate region or area within a 
State; and 

‘‘(3) establish a science-based stewardship 
threshold for each priority resource concern 
identified under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(b) ALLOCATION TO STATES.—The Sec-
retary shall allocate acres to States for en-
rollment, based— 

‘‘(1) primarily on each State’s proportion 
of eligible land to the total acreage of eligi-
ble land in all States; and 

‘‘(2) also on consideration of— 
‘‘(A) the extent and magnitude of the con-

servation needs associated with agricultural 
production in each State; 

‘‘(B) the degree to which implementation 
of the program in the State is, or will be, ef-
fective in helping producers address those 
needs; and 

‘‘(C) other considerations to achieve equi-
table geographic distribution of funds, as de-
termined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(c) ACREAGE ENROLLMENT LIMITATION.— 
During the period beginning on the date of 
enactment of the Agricultural Act of 2014, 
and ending on September 30, 2022, the Sec-
retary shall, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable— 

‘‘(1) enroll in the program an additional 
10,000,000 acres for each fiscal year; and 

‘‘(2) manage the program to achieve a na-
tional average rate of $18 per acre, which 
shall include the costs of all financial assist-
ance, technical assistance, and any other ex-
penses associated with enrollment or partici-
pation in the program. 

‘‘(d) CONSERVATION STEWARDSHIP PAY-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(1) AVAILABILITY OF PAYMENTS.—The Sec-
retary shall provide annual payments under 
the program to compensate the producer 
for— 

‘‘(A) installing and adopting additional 
conservation activities; and 

‘‘(B) improving, maintaining, and man-
aging conservation activities in place at the 
agricultural operation of the producer at the 
time the contract offer is accepted by the 
Secretary. 

‘‘(2) PAYMENT AMOUNT.—The amount of the 
annual payment shall be determined by the 
Secretary and based, to the maximum extent 
practicable, on the following factors: 

‘‘(A) Costs incurred by the producer associ-
ated with planning, design, materials, instal-
lation, labor, management, maintenance, or 
training. 

‘‘(B) Income forgone by the producer. 
‘‘(C) Expected conservation benefits. 
‘‘(D) The extent to which priority resource 

concerns will be addressed through the in-
stallation and adoption of conservation ac-
tivities on the agricultural operation. 

‘‘(E) The level of stewardship in place at 
the time of application and maintained over 
the term of the contract. 

‘‘(F) The degree to which the conservation 
activities will be integrated across the entire 

agricultural operation for all applicable pri-
ority resource concerns over the term of the 
contract. 

‘‘(G) Such other factors as are determined 
appropriate by the Secretary. 

‘‘(3) EXCLUSIONS.—A payment to a producer 
under this subsection shall not be provided 
for— 

‘‘(A) the design, construction, or mainte-
nance of animal waste storage or treatment 
facilities or associated waste transport or 
transfer devices for animal feeding oper-
ations; or 

‘‘(B) conservation activities for which 
there is no cost incurred or income forgone 
to the producer. 

‘‘(4) DELIVERY OF PAYMENTS.—In making 
payments under this subsection, the Sec-
retary shall, to the extent practicable— 

‘‘(A) prorate conservation performance 
over the term of the contract so as to accom-
modate, to the extent practicable, producers 
earning equal annual payments in each fiscal 
year; and 

‘‘(B) make such payments as soon as prac-
ticable after October 1 of each fiscal year for 
activities carried out in the previous fiscal 
year. 

‘‘(e) SUPPLEMENTAL PAYMENTS FOR RE-
SOURCE-CONSERVING CROP ROTATIONS.— 

‘‘(1) AVAILABILITY OF PAYMENTS.—The Sec-
retary shall provide additional payments to 
producers that, in participating in the pro-
gram, agree to adopt or improve resource- 
conserving crop rotations to achieve bene-
ficial crop rotations as appropriate for the 
eligible land of the producers. 

‘‘(2) BENEFICIAL CROP ROTATIONS.—The Sec-
retary shall determine whether a resource- 
conserving crop rotation is a beneficial crop 
rotation eligible for additional payments 
under paragraph (1) based on whether the re-
source-conserving crop rotation is designed 
to provide natural resource conservation and 
production benefits. 

‘‘(3) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive 
a payment described in paragraph (1), a pro-
ducer shall agree to adopt and maintain ben-
eficial resource-conserving crop rotations for 
the term of the contract. 

‘‘(4) RESOURCE-CONSERVING CROP ROTA-
TION.—In this subsection, the term ‘resource- 
conserving crop rotation’ means a crop rota-
tion that— 

‘‘(A) includes at least 1 resource-con-
serving crop (as defined by the Secretary); 

‘‘(B) reduces erosion; 
‘‘(C) improves soil fertility and tilth; 
‘‘(D) interrupts pest cycles; and 
‘‘(E) in applicable areas, reduces depletion 

of soil moisture or otherwise reduces the 
need for irrigation. 

‘‘(f) PAYMENT LIMITATIONS.—A person or 
legal entity may not receive, directly or in-
directly, payments under the program that, 
in the aggregate, exceed $200,000 under all 
contracts entered into during fiscal years 
2014 through 2018, excluding funding arrange-
ments with Indian tribes, regardless of the 
number of contracts entered into under the 
program by the person or legal entity. 

‘‘(g) SPECIALTY CROP AND ORGANIC PRO-
DUCERS.—The Secretary shall ensure that 
outreach and technical assistance are avail-
able, and program specifications are appro-
priate to enable specialty crop and organic 
producers to participate in the program. 

‘‘(h) COORDINATION WITH ORGANIC CERTIFI-
CATION.—The Secretary shall establish a 
transparent means by which producers may 
initiate organic certification under the Or-
ganic Foods Production Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
6501 et seq.) while participating in a contract 
under the program. 

‘‘(i) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
promulgate regulations that— 

‘‘(1) prescribe such other rules as the Sec-
retary determines to be necessary to ensure 

a fair and reasonable application of the limi-
tations established under subsection (f); and 

‘‘(2) otherwise enable the Secretary to 
carry out the program.’’. 

(b) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendment made by 

this section shall not affect the validity or 
terms of any contract entered into by the 
Secretary of Agriculture under subchapter B 
of chapter 2 of subtitle D of title XII of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3838d et 
seq.) before the date of enactment of the Ag-
ricultural Act of 2014, or any payments re-
quired to be made in connection with the 
contract. 

(2) CONSERVATION STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM.— 
Funds made available under section 
1241(a)(4) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3841(a)(4)) (as amended by section 
2601(a) of this title) may be used to admin-
ister and make payments to program partici-
pants that enrolled into contracts during 
any of fiscal years 2009 through 2013. 

Subtitle C—Environmental Quality 
Incentives Program 

SEC. 2201. PURPOSES. 
Section 1240 of the Food Security Act of 

1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa) is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (3)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 

at the end; 
(B) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 

subparagraph (C) and, in such subparagraph, 
by inserting ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon; and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(B) developing and improving wildlife 
habitat; and’’; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘; and’’ and 
inserting a period; and 

(3) by striking paragraph (5). 
SEC. 2202. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 1240A of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa–1) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (2) and redesig-
nating paragraphs (3) through (6) as para-
graphs (2) through (5), respectively; and 

(2) in paragraph (2) (as so redesignated), by 
inserting ‘‘established under the Organic 
Foods Production Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 6501 et 
seq.)’’ after ‘‘national organic program’’. 
SEC. 2203. ESTABLISHMENT AND ADMINISTRA-

TION. 
Section 1240B of the Food Security Act of 

1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa–2) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘2014’’ and 

inserting ‘‘2018’’; 
(2) in subsection (b), by striking paragraph 

(2) and inserting the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(2) TERM.—A contract under the program 
shall have a term that does not exceed 10 
years.’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)— 
(A) in paragraph (3), by striking subpara-

graphs (A) through (G) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(A) soil health; 
‘‘(B) water quality and quantity improve-

ment; 
‘‘(C) nutrient management; 
‘‘(D) pest management; 
‘‘(E) air quality improvement; 
‘‘(F) wildlife habitat development, includ-

ing pollinator habitat; or 
‘‘(G) invasive species management.’’; and 
(B) in paragraph (4)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A), in the matter pre-

ceding clause (i), by inserting ‘‘, a veteran 
farmer or rancher (as defined in section 
2501(e) of the Food, Agriculture, Conserva-
tion, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
2279(e))),’’ before ‘‘or a beginning farmer or 
rancher’’; and 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B) and in-
serting the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(B) ADVANCE PAYMENTS.— 
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‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not more than 50 percent 

of the amount determined under subpara-
graph (A) may be provided in advance for the 
purpose of purchasing materials or con-
tracting. 

‘‘(ii) RETURN OF FUNDS.—If funds provided 
in advance are not expended during the 90- 
day period beginning on the date of receipt 
of the funds, the funds shall be returned 
within a reasonable timeframe, as deter-
mined by the Secretary.’’; 

(4) by striking subsection (f) and inserting 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(f) ALLOCATION OF FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) LIVESTOCK.—For each of fiscal years 

2014 through 2018, at least 60 percent of the 
funds made available for payments under the 
program shall be targeted at practices relat-
ing to livestock production. 

‘‘(2) WILDLIFE HABITAT.—For each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018, at least 5 percent of 
the funds made available for payments under 
the program shall be targeted at practices 
benefitting wildlife habitat under subsection 
(g).’’; and 

(5) by striking subsection (g) and inserting 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(g) WILDLIFE HABITAT INCENTIVE PRO-
GRAM.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide payments under the environmental 
quality incentives program for conservation 
practices that support the restoration, devel-
opment, protection, and improvement of 
wildlife habitat on eligible land, including— 

‘‘(A) upland wildlife habitat; 
‘‘(B) wetland wildlife habitat; 
‘‘(C) habitat for threatened and endangered 

species; 
‘‘(D) fish habitat; 
‘‘(E) habitat on pivot corners and other ir-

regular areas of a field; and 
‘‘(F) other types of wildlife habitat, as de-

termined by the Secretary. 
‘‘(2) STATE TECHNICAL COMMITTEE.—In de-

termining the practices eligible for payment 
under paragraph (1) and targeted for funding 
under subsection (f), the Secretary shall con-
sult with the relevant State technical com-
mittee not less often than once each year.’’. 
SEC. 2204. EVALUATION OF APPLICATIONS. 

Section 1240C(b) of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa–3(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘environ-
mental’’ and inserting ‘‘conservation’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘purpose of 
the environmental quality incentives pro-
gram specified in section 1240(1)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘purposes of the program’’. 
SEC. 2205. DUTIES OF PRODUCERS. 

Section 1240D(2) of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa–4(2)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘farm, ranch, or forest’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘enrolled’’. 
SEC. 2206. LIMITATION ON PAYMENTS. 

Section 1240G of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa–7) is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘SEC. 1240G. LIMITATION ON PAYMENTS. 

‘‘A person or legal entity may not receive, 
directly or indirectly, cost-share or incen-
tive payments under this chapter that, in ag-
gregate, exceed $450,000 for all contracts en-
tered into under this chapter by the person 
or legal entity during the period of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018, regardless of the 
number of contracts entered into under this 
chapter by the person or legal entity.’’. 
SEC. 2207. CONSERVATION INNOVATION GRANTS 

AND PAYMENTS. 
Section 1240H of the Food Security Act of 

1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa–8) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)(2)— 
(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘; 

and’’ and inserting a semicolon; 
(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe-

riod and inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

‘‘(E) facilitate on-farm conservation re-
search and demonstration activities; and 

‘‘(F) facilitate pilot testing of new tech-
nologies or innovative conservation prac-
tices.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(2)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘$37,500,000’’ and inserting 

‘‘$25,000,000’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 

and 
(3) by adding at the end the following new 

subsection: 
‘‘(c) REPORTING.—Not later than December 

31, 2014, and every two years thereafter, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the 
Senate and the Committee on Agriculture of 
the House of Representatives a report on the 
status of projects funded under this section, 
including— 

‘‘(1) funding awarded; 
‘‘(2) project results; and 
‘‘(3) incorporation of project findings, such 

as new technology and innovative ap-
proaches, into the conservation efforts im-
plemented by the Secretary.’’. 
SEC. 2208. EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS. 

The amendments made by this subtitle 
shall not affect the validity or terms of any 
contract entered into by the Secretary of 
Agriculture under chapter 4 of subtitle D of 
title XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3839aa et seq.) before the date of en-
actment of the Agricultural Act of 2014, or 
any payments required to be made in connec-
tion with the contract. 

Subtitle D—Agricultural Conservation 
Easement Program 

SEC. 2301. AGRICULTURAL CONSERVATION EASE-
MENT PROGRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Title XII of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subtitle: 

‘‘Subtitle H—Agricultural Conservation 
Easement Program 

‘‘SEC. 1265. ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSES. 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish an agricultural conservation ease-
ment program for the conservation of eligi-
ble land and natural resources through ease-
ments or other interests in land. 

‘‘(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the pro-
gram are to— 

‘‘(1) combine the purposes and coordinate 
the functions of the wetlands reserve pro-
gram established under section 1237, the 
grassland reserve program established under 
section 1238N, and the farmland protection 
program established under section 1238I, as 
such sections were in effect on the day before 
the date of enactment of the Agricultural 
Act of 2014; 

‘‘(2) restore, protect, and enhance wetlands 
on eligible land; 

‘‘(3) protect the agricultural use and future 
viability, and related conservation values, of 
eligible land by limiting nonagricultural 
uses of that land; and 

‘‘(4) protect grazing uses and related con-
servation values by restoring and conserving 
eligible land. 
‘‘SEC. 1265A. DEFINITIONS. 

‘‘In this subtitle: 
‘‘(1) AGRICULTURAL LAND EASEMENT.—The 

term ‘agricultural land easement’ means an 
easement or other interest in eligible land 
that— 

‘‘(A) is conveyed for the purpose of pro-
tecting natural resources and the agricul-
tural nature of the land; and 

‘‘(B) permits the landowner the right to 
continue agricultural production and related 
uses subject to an agricultural land ease-
ment plan, as approved by the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible 
entity’ means— 

‘‘(A) an agency of State or local govern-
ment or an Indian tribe (including a farm-
land protection board or land resource coun-
cil established under State law); or 

‘‘(B) an organization that is— 
‘‘(i) organized for, and at all times since 

the formation of the organization has been 
operated principally for, 1 or more of the 
conservation purposes specified in clause (i), 
(ii), (iii), or (iv) of section 170(h)(4)(A) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986; 

‘‘(ii) an organization described in section 
501(c)(3) of that Code that is exempt from 
taxation under section 501(a) of that Code; or 

‘‘(iii) described in— 
‘‘(I) paragraph (1) or (2) of section 509(a) of 

that Code; or 
‘‘(II) section 509(a)(3) of that Code and is 

controlled by an organization described in 
section 509(a)(2) of that Code. 

‘‘(3) ELIGIBLE LAND.—The term ‘eligible 
land’ means private or tribal land that is— 

‘‘(A) in the case of an agricultural land 
easement, agricultural land, including land 
on a farm or ranch— 

‘‘(i) that is subject to a pending offer for 
purchase of an agricultural land easement 
from an eligible entity; 

‘‘(ii)(I) that has prime, unique, or other 
productive soil; 

‘‘(II) that contains historical or archae-
ological resources; 

‘‘(III) the enrollment of which would pro-
tect grazing uses and related conservation 
values by restoring and conserving land; or 

‘‘(IV) the protection of which will further a 
State or local policy consistent with the pur-
poses of the program; and 

‘‘(iii) that is— 
‘‘(I) cropland; 
‘‘(II) rangeland; 
‘‘(III) grassland or land that contains forbs, 

or shrubland for which grazing is the pre-
dominant use; 

‘‘(IV) located in an area that has been his-
torically dominated by grassland, forbs, or 
shrubs and could provide habitat for animal 
or plant populations of significant ecological 
value; 

‘‘(V) pastureland; or 
‘‘(VI) nonindustrial private forest land 

that contributes to the economic viability of 
an offered parcel or serves as a buffer to pro-
tect such land from development; 

‘‘(B) in the case of a wetland reserve ease-
ment, a wetland or related area, including— 

‘‘(i) farmed or converted wetlands, to-
gether with adjacent land that is function-
ally dependent on that land, if the Secretary 
determines it— 

‘‘(I) is likely to be successfully restored in 
a cost-effective manner; and 

‘‘(II) will maximize the wildlife benefits 
and wetland functions and values, as deter-
mined by the Secretary in consultation with 
the Secretary of the Interior at the local 
level; 

‘‘(ii) cropland or grassland that was used 
for agricultural production prior to flooding 
from the natural overflow of— 

‘‘(I) a closed basin lake and adjacent land 
that is functionally dependent upon it, if the 
State or other entity is willing to provide 50 
percent share of the cost of an easement; or 

‘‘(II) a pothole and adjacent land that is 
functionally dependent on it; 

‘‘(iii) farmed wetlands and adjoining lands 
that— 

‘‘(I) are enrolled in the conservation re-
serve program; 

‘‘(II) have the highest wetland functions 
and values, as determined by the Secretary; 
and 

‘‘(III) are likely to return to production 
after they leave the conservation reserve 
program; 
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‘‘(iv) riparian areas that link wetlands that 

are protected by easements or some other de-
vice that achieves the same purpose as an 
easement; or 

‘‘(v) other wetlands of an owner that would 
not otherwise be eligible, if the Secretary de-
termines that the inclusion of such wetlands 
in a wetland reserve easement would signifi-
cantly add to the functional value of the 
easement; or 

‘‘(C) in the case of either an agricultural 
land easement or a wetland reserve ease-
ment, other land that is incidental to land 
described in subparagraph (A) or (B), if the 
Secretary determines that it is necessary for 
the efficient administration of an easement 
under the program. 

‘‘(4) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 
the agricultural conservation easement pro-
gram established by this subtitle. 

‘‘(5) WETLAND RESERVE EASEMENT.—The 
term ‘wetland reserve easement’ means a re-
served interest in eligible land that— 

‘‘(A) is defined and delineated in a deed; 
and 

‘‘(B) stipulates— 
‘‘(i) the rights, title, and interests in land 

conveyed to the Secretary; and 
‘‘(ii) the rights, title, and interests in land 

that are reserved to the landowner. 
‘‘SEC. 1265B. AGRICULTURAL LAND EASEMENTS. 

‘‘(a) AVAILABILITY OF ASSISTANCE.—The 
Secretary shall facilitate and provide fund-
ing for— 

‘‘(1) the purchase by eligible entities of ag-
ricultural land easements in eligible land; 
and 

‘‘(2) technical assistance to provide for the 
conservation of natural resources pursuant 
to an agricultural land easement plan. 

‘‘(b) COST-SHARE ASSISTANCE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-

tect the agricultural use, including grazing, 
and related conservation values of eligible 
land through cost-share assistance to eligi-
ble entities for purchasing agricultural land 
easements. 

‘‘(2) SCOPE OF ASSISTANCE AVAILABLE.— 
‘‘(A) FEDERAL SHARE.—An agreement de-

scribed in paragraph (4) shall provide for a 
Federal share determined by the Secretary 
of an amount not to exceed 50 percent of the 
fair market value of the agricultural land 
easement, as determined by the Secretary 
using— 

‘‘(i) the Uniform Standards of Professional 
Appraisal Practice; 

‘‘(ii) an areawide market analysis or sur-
vey; or 

‘‘(iii) another industry-approved method. 
‘‘(B) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Under the agreement, 

the eligible entity shall provide a share that 
is at least equivalent to that provided by the 
Secretary. 

‘‘(ii) SOURCE OF CONTRIBUTION.—An eligible 
entity may include as part of its share under 
clause (i) a charitable donation or qualified 
conservation contribution (as defined by sec-
tion 170(h) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986) from the private landowner if the eligi-
ble entity contributes its own cash resources 
in an amount that is at least 50 percent of 
the amount contributed by the Secretary. 

‘‘(C) EXCEPTION.— 
‘‘(i) GRASSLANDS.—In the case of grassland 

of special environmental significance, as de-
termined by the Secretary, the Secretary 
may provide an amount not to exceed 75 per-
cent of the fair market value of the agricul-
tural land easement. 

‘‘(ii) CASH CONTRIBUTION.—For purposes of 
subparagraph (B)(ii), the Secretary may 
waive any portion of the eligible entity cash 
contribution requirement for projects of spe-
cial significance, subject to an increase in 
the private landowner donation that is equal 

to the amount of the waiver, if the donation 
is voluntary and the property is in active ag-
ricultural production. 

‘‘(3) EVALUATION AND RANKING OF APPLICA-
TIONS.— 

‘‘(A) CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish evaluation and ranking criteria to maxi-
mize the benefit of Federal investment under 
the program. 

‘‘(B) CONSIDERATIONS.—In establishing the 
criteria, the Secretary shall emphasize sup-
port for— 

‘‘(i) protecting agricultural uses and re-
lated conservation values of the land; and 

‘‘(ii) maximizing the protection of areas 
devoted to agricultural use. 

‘‘(C) BIDDING DOWN.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that 2 or more applications for cost- 
share assistance are comparable in achieving 
the purpose of the program, the Secretary 
shall not assign a higher priority to any of 
those applications solely on the basis of less-
er cost to the program. 

‘‘(4) AGREEMENTS WITH ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

enter into agreements with eligible entities 
to stipulate the terms and conditions under 
which the eligible entity is permitted to use 
cost-share assistance provided under this 
section. 

‘‘(B) LENGTH OF AGREEMENTS.—An agree-
ment shall be for a term that is— 

‘‘(i) in the case of an eligible entity cer-
tified under the process described in para-
graph (5), a minimum of five years; and 

‘‘(ii) for all other eligible entities, at least 
three, but not more than five years. 

‘‘(C) MINIMUM TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—An 
eligible entity shall be authorized to use its 
own terms and conditions for agricultural 
land easements so long as the Secretary de-
termines such terms and conditions— 

‘‘(i) are consistent with the purposes of the 
program; 

‘‘(ii) permit effective enforcement of the 
conservation purposes of such easements; 

‘‘(iii) include a right of enforcement for the 
Secretary, that may be used only if the 
terms of the easement are not enforced by 
the holder of the easement; 

‘‘(iv) subject the land in which an interest 
is purchased to an agricultural land ease-
ment plan that— 

‘‘(I) describes the activities which promote 
the long-term viability of the land to meet 
the purposes for which the easement was ac-
quired; 

‘‘(II) requires the management of grass-
lands according to a grasslands management 
plan; and 

‘‘(III) includes a conservation plan, where 
appropriate, and requires, at the option of 
the Secretary, the conversion of highly erod-
ible cropland to less intensive uses; and 

‘‘(v) include a limit on the impervious sur-
faces to be allowed that is consistent with 
the agricultural activities to be conducted. 

‘‘(D) SUBSTITUTION OF QUALIFIED 
PROJECTS.—An agreement shall allow, upon 
mutual agreement of the parties, substi-
tution of qualified projects that are identi-
fied at the time of the proposed substitution. 

‘‘(E) EFFECT OF VIOLATION.—If a violation 
occurs of a term or condition of an agree-
ment under this subsection— 

‘‘(i) the Secretary may terminate the 
agreement; and 

‘‘(ii) the Secretary may require the eligible 
entity to refund all or part of any payments 
received by the entity under the program, 
with interest on the payments as determined 
appropriate by the Secretary. 

‘‘(5) CERTIFICATION OF ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.— 
‘‘(A) CERTIFICATION PROCESS.—The Sec-

retary shall establish a process under which 
the Secretary may— 

‘‘(i) directly certify eligible entities that 
meet established criteria; 

‘‘(ii) enter into long-term agreements with 
certified eligible entities; and 

‘‘(iii) accept proposals for cost-share as-
sistance for the purchase of agricultural land 
easements throughout the duration of such 
agreements. 

‘‘(B) CERTIFICATION CRITERIA.—In order to 
be certified, an eligible entity shall dem-
onstrate to the Secretary that the entity 
will maintain, at a minimum, for the dura-
tion of the agreement— 

‘‘(i) a plan for administering easements 
that is consistent with the purpose of the 
program; 

‘‘(ii) the capacity and resources to monitor 
and enforce agricultural land easements; and 

‘‘(iii) policies and procedures to ensure— 
‘‘(I) the long-term integrity of agricultural 

land easements on eligible land; 
‘‘(II) timely completion of acquisitions of 

such easements; and 
‘‘(III) timely and complete evaluation and 

reporting to the Secretary on the use of 
funds provided under the program. 

‘‘(C) REVIEW AND REVISION.— 
‘‘(i) REVIEW.—The Secretary shall conduct 

a review of eligible entities certified under 
subparagraph (A) every three years to ensure 
that such entities are meeting the criteria 
established under subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(ii) REVOCATION.—If the Secretary finds 
that a certified eligible entity no longer 
meets the criteria established under subpara-
graph (B), the Secretary may— 

‘‘(I) allow the certified eligible entity a 
specified period of time, at a minimum 180 
days, in which to take such actions as may 
be necessary to meet the criteria; and 

‘‘(II) revoke the certification of the eligible 
entity, if, after the specified period of time, 
the certified eligible entity does not meet 
such criteria. 

‘‘(c) METHOD OF ENROLLMENT.—The Sec-
retary shall enroll eligible land under this 
section through the use of— 

‘‘(1) permanent easements; or 
‘‘(2) easements for the maximum duration 

allowed under applicable State laws. 
‘‘(d) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Sec-

retary may provide technical assistance, if 
requested, to assist in— 

‘‘(1) compliance with the terms and condi-
tions of easements; and 

‘‘(2) implementation of an agricultural 
land easement plan. 
‘‘SEC. 1265C. WETLAND RESERVE EASEMENTS. 

‘‘(a) AVAILABILITY OF ASSISTANCE.—The 
Secretary shall provide assistance to owners 
of eligible land to restore, protect, and en-
hance wetlands through— 

‘‘(1) wetland reserve easements and related 
wetland reserve easement plans; and 

‘‘(2) technical assistance. 
‘‘(b) EASEMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) METHOD OF ENROLLMENT.—The Sec-

retary shall enroll eligible land under this 
section through the use of— 

‘‘(A) 30-year easements; 
‘‘(B) permanent easements; 
‘‘(C) easements for the maximum duration 

allowed under applicable State laws; or 
‘‘(D) as an option for Indian tribes only, 30- 

year contracts. 
‘‘(2) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) INELIGIBLE LAND.—The Secretary may 

not acquire easements on— 
‘‘(i) land established to trees under the 

conservation reserve program, except in 
cases where the Secretary determines it 
would further the purposes of this section; 
and 

‘‘(ii) farmed wetlands or converted wet-
lands where the conversion was not com-
menced prior to December 23, 1985. 

‘‘(B) CHANGES IN OWNERSHIP.—No wetland 
reserve easement shall be created on land 
that has changed ownership during the pre-
ceding 24-month period unless— 
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‘‘(i) the new ownership was acquired by 

will or succession as a result of the death of 
the previous owner; 

‘‘(ii)(I) the ownership change occurred be-
cause of foreclosure on the land; and 

‘‘(II) immediately before the foreclosure, 
the owner of the land exercises a right of re-
demption from the mortgage holder in ac-
cordance with State law; or 

‘‘(iii) the Secretary determines that the 
land was acquired under circumstances that 
give adequate assurances that such land was 
not acquired for the purposes of placing it in 
the program. 

‘‘(3) EVALUATION AND RANKING OF OFFERS.— 
‘‘(A) CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall estab-

lish evaluation and ranking criteria for of-
fers from landowners under this section to 
maximize the benefit of Federal investment 
under the program. 

‘‘(B) CONSIDERATIONS.—When evaluating of-
fers from landowners, the Secretary may 
consider— 

‘‘(i) the conservation benefits of obtaining 
a wetland reserve easement, including the 
potential environmental benefits if the land 
was removed from agricultural production; 

‘‘(ii) the cost effectiveness of each wetland 
reserve easement, so as to maximize the en-
vironmental benefits per dollar expended; 

‘‘(iii) whether the landowner or another 
person is offering to contribute financially 
to the cost of the wetland reserve easement 
to leverage Federal funds; and 

‘‘(iv) such other factors as the Secretary 
determines are necessary to carry out the 
purposes of the program. 

‘‘(C) PRIORITY.—The Secretary shall give 
priority to acquiring wetland reserve ease-
ments based on the value of the wetland re-
serve easement for protecting and enhancing 
habitat for migratory birds and other wild-
life. 

‘‘(4) AGREEMENT.—To be eligible to place 
eligible land into the program through a 
wetland reserve easement, the owner of such 
land shall enter into an agreement with the 
Secretary to— 

‘‘(A) grant an easement on such land to the 
Secretary; 

‘‘(B) authorize the implementation of a 
wetland reserve easement plan developed for 
the eligible land under subsection (f); 

‘‘(C) create and record an appropriate deed 
restriction in accordance with applicable 
State law to reflect the easement agreed to; 

‘‘(D) provide a written statement of con-
sent to such easement signed by those hold-
ing a security interest in the land; 

‘‘(E) comply with the terms and conditions 
of the easement and any related agreements; 
and 

‘‘(F) permanently retire any existing base 
history for the land on which the easement 
has been obtained. 

‘‘(5) TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF EASEMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A wetland reserve ease-

ment shall include terms and conditions 
that— 

‘‘(i) permit— 
‘‘(I) repairs, improvements, and inspections 

on the land that are necessary to maintain 
existing public drainage systems; and 

‘‘(II) owners to control public access on the 
easement areas while identifying access 
routes to be used for restoration activities 
and management and easement monitoring; 

‘‘(ii) prohibit— 
‘‘(I) the alteration of wildlife habitat and 

other natural features of such land, unless 
specifically authorized by the Secretary; 

‘‘(II) the spraying of such land with chemi-
cals or the mowing of such land, except 
where such spraying or mowing is authorized 
by the Secretary or is necessary— 

‘‘(aa) to comply with Federal or State nox-
ious weed control laws; 

‘‘(bb) to comply with a Federal or State 
emergency pest treatment program; or 

‘‘(cc) to meet habitat needs of specific 
wildlife species; 

‘‘(III) any activities to be carried out on 
the owner’s or successor’s land that is imme-
diately adjacent to, and functionally related 
to, the land that is subject to the easement 
if such activities will alter, degrade, or oth-
erwise diminish the functional value of the 
eligible land; and 

‘‘(IV) the adoption of any other practice 
that would tend to defeat the purposes of the 
program, as determined by the Secretary; 

‘‘(iii) provide for the efficient and effective 
establishment of wetland functions and val-
ues; and 

‘‘(iv) include such additional provisions as 
the Secretary determines are desirable to 
carry out the program or facilitate the prac-
tical administration thereof. 

‘‘(B) VIOLATION.—On the violation of a 
term or condition of a wetland reserve ease-
ment, the wetland reserve easement shall re-
main in force and the Secretary may require 
the owner to refund all or part of any pay-
ments received by the owner under the pro-
gram, with interest on the payments as de-
termined appropriate by the Secretary. 

‘‘(C) COMPATIBLE USES.—Land subject to a 
wetland reserve easement may be used for 
compatible economic uses, including such 
activities as hunting and fishing, managed 
timber harvest, or periodic haying or graz-
ing, if such use is specifically permitted by 
the wetland reserve easement plan developed 
for the land under subsection (f) and is con-
sistent with the long-term protection and 
enhancement of the wetland resources for 
which the easement was established. 

‘‘(D) RESERVATION OF GRAZING RIGHTS.—The 
Secretary may include in the terms and con-
ditions of a wetland reserve easement a pro-
vision under which the owner reserves graz-
ing rights if— 

‘‘(i) the Secretary determines that the res-
ervation and use of the grazing rights— 

‘‘(I) is compatible with the land subject to 
the easement; 

‘‘(II) is consistent with the historical nat-
ural uses of the land and the long-term pro-
tection and enhancement goals for which the 
easement was established; and 

‘‘(III) complies with the wetland reserve 
easement plan developed for the land under 
subsection (f); and 

‘‘(ii) the agreement provides for a commen-
surate reduction in the easement payment to 
account for the grazing value, as determined 
by the Secretary. 

‘‘(6) COMPENSATION.— 
‘‘(A) DETERMINATION.— 
‘‘(i) PERMANENT EASEMENTS.—The Sec-

retary shall pay as compensation for a per-
manent wetland reserve easement acquired 
under the program an amount necessary to 
encourage enrollment in the program, based 
on the lowest of— 

‘‘(I) the fair market value of the land, as 
determined by the Secretary, using the Uni-
form Standards of Professional Appraisal 
Practice or an areawide market analysis or 
survey; 

‘‘(II) the amount corresponding to a geo-
graphical cap, as determined by the Sec-
retary in regulations; or 

‘‘(III) the offer made by the landowner. 
‘‘(ii) OTHER.—Compensation for a 30-year 

contract or 30-year wetland reserve easement 
shall be not less than 50 percent, but not 
more than 75 percent, of the compensation 
that would be paid for a permanent wetland 
reserve easement. 

‘‘(B) FORM OF PAYMENT.—Compensation for 
a wetland reserve easement shall be provided 
by the Secretary in the form of a cash pay-
ment, in an amount determined under sub-
paragraph (A). 

‘‘(C) PAYMENT SCHEDULE.— 
‘‘(i) EASEMENTS VALUED AT $500,000 OR 

LESS.—For wetland reserve easements valued 
at $500,000 or less, the Secretary may provide 
payments in not more than 10 annual pay-
ments. 

‘‘(ii) EASEMENTS VALUED AT MORE THAN 
$500,000.—For wetland reserve easements val-
ued at more than $500,000, the Secretary may 
provide payments in at least 5, but not more 
than 10 annual payments, except that, if the 
Secretary determines it would further the 
purposes of the program, the Secretary may 
make a lump-sum payment for such an ease-
ment. 

‘‘(c) EASEMENT RESTORATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-

vide financial assistance to owners of eligi-
ble land to carry out the establishment of 
conservation measures and practices and 
protect wetland functions and values, includ-
ing necessary maintenance activities, as set 
forth in a wetland reserve easement plan de-
veloped for the eligible land under sub-
section (f). 

‘‘(2) PAYMENTS.—The Secretary shall— 
‘‘(A) in the case of a permanent wetland re-

serve easement, pay an amount that is not 
less than 75 percent, but not more than 100 
percent, of the eligible costs, as determined 
by the Secretary; and 

‘‘(B) in the case of a 30-year contract or 30- 
year wetland reserve easement, pay an 
amount that is not less than 50 percent, but 
not more than 75 percent, of the eligible 
costs, as determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(d) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall as-

sist owners in complying with the terms and 
conditions of a wetland reserve easement. 

‘‘(2) CONTRACTS OR AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary may enter into 1 or more contracts 
with private entities or agreements with a 
State, nongovernmental organization, or In-
dian tribe to carry out necessary restora-
tion, enhancement, or maintenance of a wet-
land reserve easement if the Secretary deter-
mines that the contract or agreement will 
advance the purposes of the program. 

‘‘(e) WETLAND RESERVE ENHANCEMENT OP-
TION.—The Secretary may enter into 1 or 
more agreements with a State (including a 
political subdivision or agency of a State), 
nongovernmental organization, or Indian 
tribe to carry out a special wetland reserve 
enhancement option that the Secretary de-
termines would advance the purposes of pro-
gram. 

‘‘(f) ADMINISTRATION.— 
‘‘(1) WETLAND RESERVE EASEMENT PLAN.— 

The Secretary shall develop a wetland re-
serve easement plan for any eligible land 
subject to a wetland reserve easement, which 
shall include practices and activities nec-
essary to restore, protect, enhance, and 
maintain the enrolled land. 

‘‘(2) DELEGATION OF EASEMENT ADMINISTRA-
TION.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may dele-
gate any of the management, monitoring, 
and enforcement responsibilities of the Sec-
retary under this section to other Federal or 
State agencies that have the appropriate au-
thority, expertise, and resources necessary 
to carry out such delegated responsibilities, 
or to conservation organizations if the Sec-
retary determines the organization has simi-
lar expertise and resources. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not 
delegate any of the monitoring or enforce-
ment responsibilities under this section to 
conservation organizations. 

‘‘(3) PAYMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) TIMING OF PAYMENTS.—The Secretary 

shall provide payment for obligations in-
curred by the Secretary under this section— 

‘‘(i) with respect to any easement restora-
tion obligation under subsection (c), as soon 
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as possible after the obligation is incurred; 
and 

‘‘(ii) with respect to any annual easement 
payment obligation incurred by the Sec-
retary, as soon as possible after October 1 of 
each calendar year. 

‘‘(B) PAYMENTS TO OTHERS.—If an owner 
who is entitled to a payment under this sec-
tion dies, becomes incompetent, is otherwise 
unable to receive such payment, or is suc-
ceeded by another person or entity who ren-
ders or completes the required performance, 
the Secretary shall make such payment, in 
accordance with regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary and without regard to any 
other provision of law, in such manner as the 
Secretary determines is fair and reasonable 
in light of all of the circumstances. 

‘‘(g) APPLICATION.—The relevant provisions 
of this section shall also apply to a 30-year 
contract. 
‘‘SEC. 1265D. ADMINISTRATION. 

‘‘(a) INELIGIBLE LAND.—The Secretary may 
not use program funds for the purposes of ac-
quiring an easement on— 

‘‘(1) lands owned by an agency of the 
United States, other than land held in trust 
for Indian tribes; 

‘‘(2) lands owned in fee title by a State, in-
cluding an agency or a subdivision of a 
State, or a unit of local government; 

‘‘(3) land subject to an easement or deed re-
striction which, as determined by the Sec-
retary, provides similar protection as would 
be provided by enrollment in the program; or 

‘‘(4) lands where the purposes of the pro-
gram would be undermined due to on-site or 
off-site conditions, such as risk of hazardous 
substances, proposed or existing rights of 
way, infrastructure development, or adjacent 
land uses. 

‘‘(b) PRIORITY.—In evaluating applications 
under the program, the Secretary may give 
priority to land that is currently enrolled in 
the conservation reserve program in a con-
tract that is set to expire within 1 year and— 

‘‘(1) in the case of an agricultural land 
easement, is grassland that would benefit 
from protection under a long-term easement; 
and 

‘‘(2) in the case of a wetland reserve ease-
ment, is a wetland or related area with the 
highest wetland functions and value and is 
likely to return to production after the land 
leaves the conservation reserve program. 

‘‘(c) SUBORDINATION, EXCHANGE, MODIFICA-
TION, AND TERMINATION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may sub-
ordinate, exchange, modify, or terminate 
any interest in land, or portion of such inter-
est, administered by the Secretary, either di-
rectly or on behalf of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation under the program if the Sec-
retary determines that— 

‘‘(A) it is in the Federal Government’s in-
terest to subordinate, exchange, modify, or 
terminate the interest in land; 

‘‘(B) the subordination, exchange, modi-
fication, or termination action— 

‘‘(i) will address a compelling public need 
for which there is no practicable alternative; 
or 

‘‘(ii) such action will further the practical 
administration of the program; and 

‘‘(C) the subordination, exchange, modi-
fication, or termination action will result in 
comparable conservation value and equiva-
lent or greater economic value to the United 
States. 

‘‘(2) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall 
work with the owner, and eligible entity if 
applicable, to address any subordination, ex-
change, modification, or termination of the 
interest, or portion of such interest, in land. 

‘‘(3) NOTICE.—At least 90 days before taking 
any termination action described in para-
graph (1), the Secretary shall provide written 

notice of such action to the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate. 

‘‘(d) LAND ENROLLED IN OTHER PROGRAMS.— 
‘‘(1) CONSERVATION RESERVE PROGRAM.—The 

Secretary may terminate or modify a con-
tract entered into under section 1231(a) if eli-
gible land that is subject to such contract is 
transferred into the program. 

‘‘(2) OTHER.—In accordance with the provi-
sions of subtitle H of title II of the Agricul-
tural Act of 2014, land enrolled in the wet-
lands reserve program, grassland reserve pro-
gram, or farmland protection program on the 
day before the date of enactment of the Agri-
cultural Act of 2014 shall be considered en-
rolled in the program. 

‘‘(e) COMPLIANCE WITH CERTAIN REQUIRE-
MENTS.—The Secretary may not provide as-
sistance under this subtitle to an eligible en-
tity or owner of eligible land unless the eli-
gible entity or owner agrees, during the crop 
year for which the assistance is provided— 

‘‘(1) to comply with applicable conserva-
tion requirements under subtitle B; and 

‘‘(2) to comply with applicable wetland 
protection requirements under subtitle C.’’. 

(b) CROSS REFERENCE; CALCULATION.—Sec-
tion 1244 of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3844) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-

paragraph (A); 
(ii) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-

paragraph (B); and 
(iii) by striking subparagraph (C); 
(B) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-

graph (3); and 
(C) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-

lowing new paragraph: 
‘‘(2) the agricultural conservation ease-

ment program established under subtitle H; 
and’’; and 

(2) in subsection (f)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘pro-

grams administered under subchapters B and 
C of chapter 1 of subtitle D’’ and inserting 
‘‘conservation reserve program established 
under subchapter B of chapter 1 of subtitle D 
and wetland reserve easements under section 
1265C’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘an 
easement acquired under subchapter C of 
chapter 1 of subtitle D’’ and inserting ‘‘a 
wetland reserve easement under section 
1265C’’; 

(B) by striking paragraph (4) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(4) EXCLUSIONS.— 
‘‘(A) SHELTERBELTS AND WINDBREAKS.—The 

limitations established under paragraph (1) 
shall not apply to cropland that is subject to 
an easement under subchapter B of chapter 1 
of subtitle D that is used for the establish-
ment of shelterbelts and windbreaks. 

‘‘(B) WET AND SATURATED SOILS.—For the 
purposes of enrolling land in a wetland re-
serve easement under section 1265C, the limi-
tations established under paragraph (1) shall 
not apply to cropland designated by the Sec-
retary with subclass w in the land capability 
classes IV through VIII because of severe use 
limitations due to soil saturation or inunda-
tion.’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(5) CALCULATION.—In calculating the per-
centages described in paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall include any acreage that was in-
cluded in calculations of percentages made 
under such paragraph, as in effect on the day 
before the date of enactment of the Agricul-
tural Act of 2014, and that remains enrolled 
when the calculation is made after that date 
under paragraph (1).’’. 

Subtitle E—Regional Conservation 
Partnership Program 

SEC. 2401. REGIONAL CONSERVATION PARTNER-
SHIP PROGRAM. 

Title XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 
is amended by inserting after subtitle H, as 
added by section 2301, the following new sub-
title: 

‘‘Subtitle I—Regional Conservation 
Partnership Program 

‘‘SEC. 1271. ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSES. 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish a regional conservation partnership 
program to implement eligible activities on 
eligible land through— 

‘‘(1) partnership agreements with eligible 
partners; and 

‘‘(2) contracts with producers. 
‘‘(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the pro-

gram are as follows: 
‘‘(1) To use covered programs to accom-

plish purposes and functions similar to those 
of the following programs, as in effect on the 
day before the date of enactment of the Agri-
cultural Act of 2014: 

‘‘(A) The agricultural water enhancement 
program established under section 1240I. 

‘‘(B) The Chesapeake Bay watershed pro-
gram established under section 1240Q. 

‘‘(C) The cooperative conservation partner-
ship initiative established under section 1243. 

‘‘(D) The Great Lakes basin program for 
soil erosion and sediment control established 
under section 1240P. 

‘‘(2) To further the conservation, restora-
tion, and sustainable use of soil, water, wild-
life, and related natural resources on eligible 
land on a regional or watershed scale. 

‘‘(3) To encourage eligible partners to co-
operate with producers in— 

‘‘(A) meeting or avoiding the need for na-
tional, State, and local natural resource reg-
ulatory requirements related to production 
on eligible land; and 

‘‘(B) implementing projects that will result 
in the installation and maintenance of eligi-
ble activities that affect multiple agricul-
tural or nonindustrial private forest oper-
ations on a local, regional, State, or 
multistate basis. 
‘‘SEC. 1271A. DEFINITIONS. 

‘‘In this subtitle: 
‘‘(1) COVERED PROGRAM.—The term ‘covered 

program’ means the following: 
‘‘(A) The agricultural conservation ease-

ment program. 
‘‘(B) The environmental quality incentives 

program. 
‘‘(C) The conservation stewardship pro-

gram. 
‘‘(D) The healthy forests reserve program 

established under section 501 of the Healthy 
Forests Restoration Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 
6571). 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITY.—The term ‘eligible 
activity’ means a conservation activity for 
any of the following: 

‘‘(A) Water quality restoration or enhance-
ment projects, including nutrient manage-
ment and sediment reduction. 

‘‘(B) Water quantity conservation, restora-
tion, or enhancement projects relating to 
surface water and groundwater resources, in-
cluding— 

‘‘(i) the conversion of irrigated cropland to 
the production of less water-intensive agri-
cultural commodities or dryland farming; or 

‘‘(ii) irrigation system improvement and 
irrigation efficiency enhancement. 

‘‘(C) Drought mitigation. 
‘‘(D) Flood prevention. 
‘‘(E) Water retention. 
‘‘(F) Air quality improvement. 
‘‘(G) Habitat conservation, restoration, 

and enhancement. 
‘‘(H) Erosion control and sediment reduc-

tion. 
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‘‘(I) Forest restoration. 
‘‘(J) Other related activities that the Sec-

retary determines will help achieve con-
servation benefits. 

‘‘(3) ELIGIBLE LAND.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible land’ 

means— 
‘‘(i) land on which agricultural commod-

ities, livestock, or forest-related products 
are produced; and 

‘‘(ii) lands associated with the lands de-
scribed in clause (i). 

‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘eligible land’ 
includes— 

‘‘(i) cropland; 
‘‘(ii) grassland; 
‘‘(iii) rangeland; 
‘‘(iv) pastureland; 
‘‘(v) nonindustrial private forest land; and 
‘‘(vi) other land incidental to agricultural 

production (including wetlands and riparian 
buffers) on which significant natural re-
source issues could be addressed under the 
program. 

‘‘(4) ELIGIBLE PARTNER.—The term ‘eligible 
partner’ means any of the following: 

‘‘(A) An agricultural or silvicultural pro-
ducer association or other group of pro-
ducers. 

‘‘(B) A State or unit of local government. 
‘‘(C) An Indian tribe. 
‘‘(D) A farmer cooperative. 
‘‘(E) A water district, irrigation district, 

rural water district or association, or other 
organization with specific water delivery au-
thority to producers on agricultural land. 

‘‘(F) A municipal water or wastewater 
treatment entity. 

‘‘(G) An institution of higher education. 
‘‘(H) An organization or entity with an es-

tablished history of working cooperatively 
with producers on agricultural land, as de-
termined by the Secretary, to address— 

‘‘(i) local conservation priorities related to 
agricultural production, wildlife habitat de-
velopment, or nonindustrial private forest 
land management; or 

‘‘(ii) critical watershed-scale soil erosion, 
water quality, sediment reduction, or other 
natural resource issues. 

‘‘(5) PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENT.—The term 
‘partnership agreement’ means an agreement 
entered into under section 1271B between the 
Secretary and an eligible partner. 

‘‘(6) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 
the regional conservation partnership pro-
gram established by this subtitle. 
‘‘SEC. 1271B. REGIONAL CONSERVATION PART-

NERSHIPS. 
‘‘(a) PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENTS AUTHOR-

IZED.—The Secretary may enter into a part-
nership agreement with an eligible partner 
to implement a project that will assist pro-
ducers with installing and maintaining an el-
igible activity on eligible land. 

‘‘(b) LENGTH.—A partnership agreement 
shall be for a period not to exceed 5 years, 
except that the Secretary may extend the 
agreement one time for up to 12 months 
when an extension is necessary to meet the 
objectives of the program. 

‘‘(c) DUTIES OF PARTNERS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Under a partnership 

agreement, the eligible partner shall— 
‘‘(A) define the scope of a project, includ-

ing— 
‘‘(i) the eligible activities to be imple-

mented; 
‘‘(ii) the potential agricultural or non-

industrial private forest land operations af-
fected; 

‘‘(iii) the local, State, multistate, or other 
geographic area covered; and 

‘‘(iv) the planning, outreach, implementa-
tion, and assessment to be conducted; 

‘‘(B) conduct outreach and education to 
producers for potential participation in the 
project; 

‘‘(C) at the request of a producer, act on 
behalf of a producer participating in the 
project in applying for assistance under sec-
tion 1271C; 

‘‘(D) leverage financial or technical assist-
ance provided by the Secretary with addi-
tional funds to help achieve the project ob-
jectives; 

‘‘(E) conduct an assessment of the project’s 
effects; and 

‘‘(F) at the conclusion of the project, re-
port to the Secretary on its results and funds 
leveraged. 

‘‘(2) CONTRIBUTION.—An eligible partner 
shall provide a significant portion of the 
overall costs of the scope of the project that 
is the subject of the agreement entered into 
under subsection (a), as determined by the 
Secretary. 

‘‘(d) APPLICATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) COMPETITIVE PROCESS.—The Secretary 

shall conduct a competitive process to select 
applications for partnership agreements and 
may assess and rank applications with simi-
lar conservation purposes as a group. 

‘‘(2) CRITERIA USED.—In carrying out the 
process described in paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall make public the criteria used in 
evaluating applications. 

‘‘(3) CONTENT.—An application to the Sec-
retary shall include a description of— 

‘‘(A) the scope of the project, as described 
in subsection (c)(1)(A); 

‘‘(B) the plan for monitoring, evaluating, 
and reporting on progress made toward 
achieving the project’s objectives; 

‘‘(C) the program resources requested for 
the project, including the covered programs 
to be used and estimated funding needed 
from the Secretary; 

‘‘(D) each eligible partner collaborating to 
achieve project objectives, including their 
roles, responsibilities, capabilities, and fi-
nancial contribution; and 

‘‘(E) any other elements the Secretary con-
siders necessary to adequately evaluate and 
competitively select applications for funding 
under the program. 

‘‘(4) PRIORITY TO CERTAIN APPLICATIONS.— 
The Secretary may give a higher priority to 
applications that— 

‘‘(A) assist producers in meeting or avoid-
ing the need for a natural resource regu-
latory requirement; 

‘‘(B) have a high percentage of producers in 
the area to be covered by the agreement; 

‘‘(C) significantly leverage non-Federal fi-
nancial and technical resources and coordi-
nate with other local, State, or national ef-
forts; 

‘‘(D) deliver high percentages of applied 
conservation to address conservation prior-
ities or regional, State, or national conserva-
tion initiatives; 

‘‘(E) provide innovation in conservation 
methods and delivery, including outcome- 
based performance measures and methods; or 

‘‘(F) meet other factors that are important 
for achieving the purposes of the program, as 
determined by the Secretary. 
‘‘SEC. 1271C. ASSISTANCE TO PRODUCERS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
enter into contracts with producers to pro-
vide financial and technical assistance to— 

‘‘(1) producers participating in a project 
with an eligible partner; or 

‘‘(2) producers that fit within the scope of 
a project described in section 1271B or a crit-
ical conservation area designated under sec-
tion 1271F, but who are seeking to imple-
ment an eligible activity on eligible land 
independent of an eligible partner. 

‘‘(b) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.— 
‘‘(1) CONSISTENCY WITH PROGRAM RULES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subparagraph (B) and paragraph (2), the Sec-
retary shall ensure that the terms and condi-

tions of a contract under this section are 
consistent with the applicable rules of the 
covered programs to be used as part of the 
partnership agreement, as described in the 
application under section 1271B(d)(3)(C). 

‘‘(B) ADJUSTMENTS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ad-

just the rules of a covered program, includ-
ing— 

‘‘(I) operational guidance and requirements 
for a covered program at the discretion of 
the Secretary so as to provide a simplified 
application and evaluation process; and 

‘‘(II) nonstatutory, regulatory rules or pro-
visions to better reflect unique local cir-
cumstances and purposes if the Secretary de-
termines such adjustments are necessary to 
achieve the purposes of the covered program. 

‘‘(ii) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not 
adjust the application of statutory require-
ments for a covered program, including re-
quirements governing appeals, payment lim-
its, and conservation compliance. 

‘‘(iii) IRRIGATION.—In States where irriga-
tion has not been used significantly for agri-
cultural purposes, as determined by the Sec-
retary, the Secretary shall not limit eligi-
bility under section 1271B or this section on 
the basis of prior irrigation history. 

‘‘(2) ALTERNATIVE FUNDING ARRANGE-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For the purposes of pro-
viding assistance for land described in sub-
section (a) and section 1271F, the Secretary 
may enter into alternative funding arrange-
ments with a multistate water resource 
agency or authority if— 

‘‘(i) the Secretary determines that the 
goals and objectives of the program will be 
met by the alternative funding arrange-
ments; 

‘‘(ii) the agency or authority certifies that 
the limitations established under this sec-
tion on agreements with individual pro-
ducers will not be exceeded; and 

‘‘(iii) all participating producers meet ap-
plicable payment eligibility provisions. 

‘‘(B) CONDITIONS.—As a condition of receiv-
ing funding under subparagraph (A), the 
multistate water resource agency or author-
ity shall agree— 

‘‘(i) to submit an annual independent audit 
to the Secretary that describes the use of 
funds under this paragraph; 

‘‘(ii) to provide any data necessary for the 
Secretary to issue a report on the use of 
funds under this paragraph; and 

‘‘(iii) not to use any of the funds provided 
pursuant to subparagraph (A) for administra-
tion or to provide for administrative costs 
through contracts with another entity. 

‘‘(C) LIMITATION.—The Secretary may enter 
into not more than 20 alternative funding ar-
rangements under this paragraph. 

‘‘(c) PAYMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with stat-

utory requirements of the covered programs 
involved, the Secretary may make payments 
to a producer in an amount determined by 
the Secretary to be necessary to achieve the 
purposes of the program. 

‘‘(2) PAYMENTS TO CERTAIN PRODUCERS.— 
The Secretary may provide payments for a 
period of 5 years— 

‘‘(A) to producers participating in a project 
that addresses water quantity concerns and 
in an amount sufficient to encourage conver-
sion from irrigated to dryland farming; and 

‘‘(B) to producers participating in a project 
that addresses water quality concerns and in 
an amount sufficient to encourage adoption 
of conservation practices and systems that 
improve nutrient management. 

‘‘(3) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—To assist in the 
implementation of the program, the Sec-
retary may waive the applicability of the 
limitation in section 1001D(b)(2) of this Act 
for participating producers if the Secretary 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1298 January 27, 2014 
determines that the waiver is necessary to 
fulfill the objectives of the program. 
‘‘SEC. 1271D. FUNDING. 

‘‘(a) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—The Sec-
retary shall use $100,000,000 of the funds of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018 to carry out 
the program. 

‘‘(b) DURATION OF AVAILABILITY.—Funds 
made available under subsection (a) shall re-
main available until expended. 

‘‘(c) ADDITIONAL FUNDING AND ACRES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the funds 

made available under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall reserve 7 percent of the funds 
and acres made available for a covered pro-
gram for each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018 in order to ensure additional resources 
are available to carry out this program. 

‘‘(2) UNUSED FUNDS AND ACRES.—Any funds 
or acres reserved under paragraph (1) for a 
fiscal year from a covered program that are 
not committed under this program by April 
1 of that fiscal year shall be returned for use 
under the covered program. 

‘‘(d) ALLOCATION OF FUNDING.—Of the funds 
and acres made available for the program 
under subsection (a) and reserved for the pro-
gram under subsection (c), the Secretary 
shall allocate— 

‘‘(1) 25 percent of the funds and acres to 
projects based on a State competitive proc-
ess administered by the State Conserva-
tionist, with the advice of the State tech-
nical committee established under subtitle 
G; 

‘‘(2) 40 percent of the funds and acres to 
projects based on a national competitive 
process to be established by the Secretary; 
and 

‘‘(3) 35 percent of the funds and acres to 
projects for critical conservation areas des-
ignated under section 1271F. 

‘‘(e) LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EX-
PENSES.—None of the funds made available 
or reserved for the program may be used to 
pay for the administrative expenses of eligi-
ble partners. 
‘‘SEC. 1271E. ADMINISTRATION. 

‘‘(a) DISCLOSURE.—In addition to the cri-
teria used in evaluating applications as de-
scribed in section 1271B(d)(2), the Secretary 
shall make publicly available information on 
projects selected through the competitive 
process described in section 1271B(d)(1). 

‘‘(b) REPORTING.—Not later than December 
31, 2014, and every two years thereafter, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate a report on 
the status of projects funded under the pro-
gram, including— 

‘‘(1) the number and types of eligible part-
ners and producers participating in the part-
nership agreements selected; 

‘‘(2) the number of producers receiving as-
sistance; 

‘‘(3) total funding committed to projects, 
including from Federal and non-Federal re-
sources; and 

‘‘(4) a description of how the funds under 
section 1271C(b)(2) are being administered, 
including— 

‘‘(A) any oversight mechanisms that the 
Secretary has implemented; 

‘‘(B) the process through which the Sec-
retary is resolving appeals by program par-
ticipants; and 

‘‘(C) the means by which the Secretary is 
tracking adherence to any applicable provi-
sions for payment eligibility. 
‘‘SEC. 1271F. CRITICAL CONSERVATION AREAS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In administering funds 
under section 1271D(d)(3), the Secretary shall 
select applications for partnership agree-
ments and producer contracts within critical 

conservation areas designated under this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(b) CRITICAL CONSERVATION AREA DES-
IGNATIONS.— 

‘‘(1) PRIORITY.—In designating critical con-
servation areas under this section, the Sec-
retary shall give priority to geographical 
areas based on the degree to which the geo-
graphical area— 

‘‘(A) includes multiple States with signifi-
cant agricultural production; 

‘‘(B) is covered by an existing regional, 
State, binational, or multistate agreement 
or plan that has established objectives, 
goals, and work plans and is adopted by a 
Federal, State, or regional authority; 

‘‘(C) would benefit from water quality im-
provement, including through reducing ero-
sion, promoting sediment control, and ad-
dressing nutrient management activities af-
fecting large bodies of water of regional, na-
tional, or international significance; 

‘‘(D) would benefit from water quantity 
improvement, including improvement relat-
ing to— 

‘‘(i) groundwater, surface water, aquifer, or 
other water sources; or 

‘‘(ii) a need to promote water retention and 
flood prevention; or 

‘‘(E) contains producers that need assist-
ance in meeting or avoiding the need for a 
natural resource regulatory requirement 
that could have a negative impact on the 
economic scope of the agricultural oper-
ations within the area. 

‘‘(2) EXPIRATION.—Critical conservation 
area designations under this section shall ex-
pire after 5 years, subject to redesignation, 
except that the Secretary may withdraw des-
ignation from an area if the Secretary finds 
the area no longer meets the conditions de-
scribed in paragraph (1). 

‘‘(3) LIMITATION.—The Secretary may not 
designate more than 8 geographical areas as 
critical conservation areas under this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(c) ADMINISTRATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the Secretary shall administer 
any partnership agreement or producer con-
tract under this section in a manner that is 
consistent with the terms of the program. 

‘‘(2) RELATIONSHIP TO EXISTING ACTIVITY.— 
The Secretary shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable, ensure that eligible activities 
carried out in critical conservation areas 
designated under this section complement 
and are consistent with other Federal and 
State programs and water quality and quan-
tity strategies. 

‘‘(3) ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY.—For a critical 
conservation area described in subsection 
(b)(1)(D), the Secretary may use authorities 
under the Watershed Protection and Flood 
Prevention Act (16 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.), other 
than section 14 of such Act (16 U.S.C. 1012), 
to carry out projects for the purposes of this 
section.’’. 

Subtitle F—Other Conservation Programs 
SEC. 2501. CONSERVATION OF PRIVATE GRAZING 

LAND. 
Section 1240M(e) of the Food Security Act 

of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb(e)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 2502. GRASSROOTS SOURCE WATER PRO-

TECTION PROGRAM. 
Section 1240O(b) of the Food Security Act 

of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb–2(b)) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(b) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $20,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2018. 

‘‘(2) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—In addition 
to funds made available under paragraph (1), 
of the funds of the Commodity Credit Cor-

poration, the Secretary shall use $5,000,000, 
to remain available until expended.’’. 
SEC. 2503. VOLUNTARY PUBLIC ACCESS AND 

HABITAT INCENTIVE PROGRAM. 
(a) FUNDING.—Section 1240R(f)(1) of the 

Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb– 
5(f)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in the heading, by striking ‘‘FISCAL 
YEARS 2009 THROUGH 2012’’ and inserting ‘‘MAN-
DATORY FUNDING’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘and $40,000,000 for the pe-
riod of fiscal years 2014 through 2018’’ before 
the period at the end. 

(b) REPORT ON PROGRAM EFFECTIVENESS.— 
Not later than 2 years after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Agri-
culture shall submit to the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
evaluating the effectiveness of the voluntary 
public access and habitat incentive program 
established by section 1240R of the Food Se-
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb–5), includ-
ing— 

(1) identifying cooperating agencies; 
(2) identifying the number of land holdings 

and total acres enrolled by State; 
(3) evaluating the extent of improved ac-

cess on eligible land, improved wildlife habi-
tat, and related economic benefits; and 

(4) any other relevant information and 
data relating to the program that would be 
helpful to such Committees. 
SEC. 2504. AGRICULTURE CONSERVATION EXPE-

RIENCED SERVICES PROGRAM. 
Subsection (c)(2) of section 1252 of the Food 

Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3851) is amend-
ed to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) EXCLUSION.—Funds made available to 
carry out the conservation reserve program 
may not be used to carry out the ACES pro-
gram.’’. 
SEC. 2505. SMALL WATERSHED REHABILITATION 

PROGRAM. 
(a) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Section 

14(h)(1) of the Watershed Protection and 
Flood Prevention Act (16 U.S.C. 1012(h)(1)) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
and inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in subparagraph (F), by striking the pe-
riod and inserting a semicolon; 

(3) in subparagraph (G), by striking the pe-
riod and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(H) $250,000,000 for fiscal year 2014, to re-
main available until expended.’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 14(h)(2)(E) of the Watershed Protec-
tion and Flood Prevention Act (16 U.S.C. 
1012(h)(2)(E)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 2506. EMERGENCY WATERSHED PROTEC-

TION PROGRAM. 
Section 403 of the Agricultural Credit Act 

of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2203) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘Sec. 403. The Secretary’’ 

and inserting the following: 
‘‘SEC. 403. EMERGENCY MEASURES. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) FLOODPLAIN EASEMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) MODIFICATION AND TERMINATION.—The 

Secretary may modify or terminate a flood-
plain easement administered by the Sec-
retary under this section if— 

‘‘(A) the current owner agrees to the modi-
fication or termination; and 

‘‘(B) the Secretary determines that the 
modification or termination— 

‘‘(i) will address a compelling public need 
for which there is no practicable alternative; 
and 

‘‘(ii) is in the public interest. 
‘‘(2) CONSIDERATION.— 
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‘‘(A) TERMINATION.—As consideration for 

termination of an easement and associated 
agreements under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall enter into compensatory ar-
rangements as determined to be appropriate 
by the Secretary. 

‘‘(B) MODIFICATION.—In the case of a modi-
fication under paragraph (1)— 

‘‘(i) as a condition of the modification, the 
current owner shall enter into a compen-
satory arrangement (as determined to be ap-
propriate by the Secretary) to incur the 
costs of modification; and 

‘‘(ii) the Secretary shall ensure that— 
‘‘(I) the modification will not adversely af-

fect the floodplain functions and values for 
which the easement was acquired; 

‘‘(II) any adverse impacts will be mitigated 
by enrollment and restoration of other land 
that provides greater floodplain functions 
and values at no additional cost to the Fed-
eral Government; and 

‘‘(III) the modification will result in equal 
or greater environmental and economic val-
ues to the United States.’’. 
SEC. 2507. TERMINAL LAKES. 

Section 2507 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (43 U.S.C. 2211 
note; Public Law 107–171) is amended to read 
as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 2507. TERMINAL LAKES ASSISTANCE. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) ELIGIBLE LAND.—The term ‘eligible 

land’ means privately owned agricultural 
land (including land in which a State has a 
property interest as a result of State water 
law)— 

‘‘(A) that a landowner voluntarily agrees 
to sell to a State; and 

‘‘(B) which— 
‘‘(i)(I) is ineligible for enrollment as a wet-

land reserve easement established under the 
agricultural conservation easement program 
under subtitle H of the Food Security Act of 
1985; 

‘‘(II) is flooded to— 
‘‘(aa) an average depth of at least 6.5 feet; 

or 
‘‘(bb) a level below which the State deter-

mines the management of the water level is 
beyond the control of the State or land-
owner; or 

‘‘(III) is inaccessible for agricultural use 
due to the flooding of adjoining property 
(such as islands of agricultural land created 
by flooding); 

‘‘(ii) is located within a watershed with 
water rights available for lease or purchase; 
and 

‘‘(iii) has been used during at least 5 of the 
immediately preceding 30 years— 

‘‘(I) to produce crops or hay; or 
‘‘(II) as livestock pasture or grazing. 
‘‘(2) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 

the voluntary land purchase program estab-
lished under this section. 

‘‘(3) TERMINAL LAKE.—The term ‘terminal 
lake’ means a lake and its associated ripar-
ian and watershed resources that is— 

‘‘(A) considered flooded because there is no 
natural outlet for water accumulating in the 
lake or the associated riparian area such 
that the watershed and surrounding land is 
consistently flooded; or 

‘‘(B) considered terminal because it has no 
natural outlet and is at risk due to a history 
of consistent Federal assistance to address 
critical resource conditions, including insuf-
ficient water available to meet the needs of 
the lake, general uses, and water rights. 

‘‘(b) ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary shall— 
‘‘(1) provide grants under subsection (c) for 

the purchase of eligible land impacted by a 
terminal lake described in subsection 
(a)(3)(A); and 

‘‘(2) provide funds to the Secretary of the 
Interior pursuant to subsection (e)(2) with 

assistance in accordance with subsection (d) 
for terminal lakes described in subsection 
(a)(3)(B). 

‘‘(c) LAND PURCHASE GRANTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Using funds provided 

under subsection (e)(1), the Secretary shall 
make available land purchase grants to 
States for the purchase of eligible land in ac-
cordance with this subsection. 

‘‘(2) IMPLEMENTATION.— 
‘‘(A) AMOUNT.—A land purchase grant shall 

be in an amount not to exceed the lesser of— 
‘‘(i) 50 percent of the total purchase price 

per acre of the eligible land; or 
‘‘(ii)(I) in the case of eligible land that was 

used to produce crops or hay, $400 per acre; 
and 

‘‘(II) in the case of eligible land that was 
pasture or grazing land, $200 per acre. 

‘‘(B) DETERMINATION OF PURCHASE PRICE.— 
A State purchasing eligible land with a land 
purchase grant shall ensure, to the max-
imum extent practicable, that the purchase 
price of such land reflects the value, if any, 
of other encumbrances on the eligible land to 
be purchased, including easements and min-
eral rights. 

‘‘(C) COST-SHARE REQUIRED.—To be eligible 
to receive a land purchase grant, a State 
shall provide matching non-Federal funds in 
an amount equal to 50 percent of the amount 
described in subparagraph (A), including ad-
ditional non-Federal funds. 

‘‘(D) CONDITIONS.—To receive a land pur-
chase grant, a State shall agree— 

‘‘(i) to ensure that any eligible land pur-
chased is— 

‘‘(I) conveyed in fee simple to the State; 
and 

‘‘(II) free from mortgages or other liens at 
the time title is transferred; 

‘‘(ii) to maintain ownership of the eligible 
land in perpetuity; 

‘‘(iii) to pay (from funds other than grant 
dollars awarded) any costs associated with 
the purchase of eligible land under this sec-
tion, including surveys and legal fees; and 

‘‘(iv) to keep eligible land in a conserving 
use, as defined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(E) LOSS OF FEDERAL BENEFITS.—Eligible 
land purchased with a grant under this sec-
tion shall lose eligibility for any benefits 
under other Federal programs, including— 

‘‘(i) benefits under title XII of the Food Se-
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3801 et seq.); 

‘‘(ii) benefits under the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.); and 

‘‘(iii) covered benefits described in section 
1001D(b) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (7 
U.S.C. 1308–3a). 

‘‘(F) PROHIBITION.—Any Federal rights or 
benefits associated with eligible land prior 
to purchase by a State may not be trans-
ferred to any other land or person in antici-
pation of or as a result of such purchase. 

‘‘(d) WATER ASSISTANCE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the In-

terior, acting through the Commissioner of 
Reclamation, may use the funds described in 
subsection (e)(2) to administer and provide 
financial assistance to carry out this sub-
section to provide water and assistance to a 
terminal lake described in subsection 
(a)(3)(B) through willing sellers or willing 
participants only— 

‘‘(A) to lease water; 
‘‘(B) to purchase land, water appurtenant 

to the land, and related interests; and 
‘‘(C) to carry out research, support, and 

conservation activities for associated fish, 
wildlife, plant, and habitat resources. 

‘‘(2) EXCLUSIONS.—The Secretary of the In-
terior may not use this subsection to deliver 
assistance to the Great Salt Lake in Utah, 
lakes that are considered dry lakes, or other 
lakes that do not meet the purposes of this 
section, as determined by the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

‘‘(3) TRANSITIONAL PROVISION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of this section, any funds 
made available before the date of enactment 
of the Agricultural Act of 2014 under a provi-
sion of law described in subparagraph (B) 
shall remain available using the provisions 
of law (including regulations) in effect on 
the day before the date of enactment of that 
Act. 

‘‘(B) DESCRIBED LAWS.—The provisions of 
law described in this section are— 

‘‘(i) section 2507 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (43 U.S.C. 2211 
note; Public Law 107–171) (as in effect on the 
day before the date of enactment of the Agri-
cultural Act of 2014); 

‘‘(ii) section 207 of the Energy and Water 
Development Appropriations Act, 2003 (Pub-
lic Law 108–7; 117 Stat. 146); 

‘‘(iii) section 208 of the Energy and Water 
Development Appropriations Act, 2006 (Pub-
lic Law 109–103; 119 Stat. 2268, 123 Stat. 2856); 
and 

‘‘(iv) section 208 of the Energy and Water 
Development and Related Agencies Appro-
priations Act, 2010 (Public Law 111–85; 123 
Stat. 2858, 123 Stat. 2967, 125 Stat. 867). 

‘‘(e) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out subsection (c) 
$25,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

‘‘(2) COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION.—As 
soon as practicable after the date of enact-
ment of the Agricultural Act of 2014, the Sec-
retary shall transfer to the ‘Bureau of Rec-
lamation—Water and Related Resources’ ac-
count $150,000,000 from the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation to carry out sub-
section (d), to remain available until ex-
pended.’’. 
SEC. 2508. SOIL AND WATER RESOURCES CON-

SERVATION. 
(a) CONGRESSIONAL POLICY AND DECLARA-

TION OF PURPOSE.—Section 4 of the Soil and 
Water Resources Conservation Act of 1977 (16 
U.S.C. 2003) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘and 
tribal’’ after ‘‘State’’ each place it appears; 
and 

(2) in subsection (c)(2), by inserting ‘‘, trib-
al,’’ after ‘‘State’’. 

(b) CONTINUING APPRAISAL OF SOIL, WATER, 
AND RELATED RESOURCES.—Section 5 of the 
Soil and Water Resources Conservation Act 
of 1977 (16 U.S.C. 2004) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(4), by striking ‘‘and 
State’’ and inserting ‘‘, State, and tribal’’; 

(2) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘, tribal’’ 
after ‘‘State’’ each place it appears; and 

(3) in subsection (c)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘State soil’’ and inserting 

‘‘State and tribal soil’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘local’’ and inserting 

‘‘local, tribal,’’. 
(c) SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION PRO-

GRAM.—Section 6(a) of the Soil and Water 
Resources Conservation Act of 1977 (16 U.S.C. 
2005(a)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘, tribal,’’ after ‘‘State’’ 
the first place it appears; 

(2) by inserting ‘‘, tribal’’ after ‘‘State’’ 
each other place it appears; and 

(3) by inserting ‘‘, tribal,’’ after ‘‘private’’. 
(d) UTILIZATION OF AVAILABLE INFORMATION 

AND DATA.—Section 9 of the Soil and Water 
Resources Conservation Act of 1977 (16 U.S.C. 
2008) is amended by inserting ‘‘, tribal’’ after 
‘‘State’’. 

Subtitle G—Funding and Administration 
SEC. 2601. FUNDING. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1241 of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3841) is amend-
ed by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 
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‘‘(a) ANNUAL FUNDING.—For each of fiscal 

years 2014 through 2018, the Secretary shall 
use the funds, facilities, and authorities of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation to carry 
out the following programs under this title 
(including the provision of technical assist-
ance): 

‘‘(1) The conservation reserve program 
under subchapter B of chapter 1 of subtitle 
D, including, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable— 

‘‘(A) $10,000,000 for the period of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018 to provide payments 
under section 1234(c); and 

‘‘(B) $33,000,000 for the period of fiscal years 
2014 through 2018 to carry out section 1235(f) 
to facilitate the transfer of land subject to 
contracts from retired or retiring owners and 
operators to beginning farmers or ranchers 
and socially disadvantaged farmers or ranch-
ers. 

‘‘(2) The agricultural conservation ease-
ment program under subtitle H using to the 
maximum extent practicable— 

‘‘(A) $400,000,000 for fiscal year 2014; 
‘‘(B) $425,000,000 for fiscal year 2015; 
‘‘(C) $450,000,000 for fiscal year 2016; 
‘‘(D) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; and 
‘‘(E) $250,000,000 for fiscal year 2018. 
‘‘(3) The conservation security program 

under subchapter A of chapter 2 of subtitle 
D, using such sums as are necessary to ad-
minister contracts entered into before Sep-
tember 30, 2008. 

‘‘(4) The conservation stewardship program 
under subchapter B of chapter 2 of subtitle 
D. 

‘‘(5) The environmental quality incentives 
program under chapter 4 of subtitle D, using, 
to the maximum extent practicable— 

‘‘(A) $1,350,000,000 for fiscal year 2014; 
‘‘(B) $1,600,000,000 for fiscal year 2015; 
‘‘(C) $1,650,000,000 for fiscal year 2016; 
‘‘(D) $1,650,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; and 
‘‘(E) $1,750,000,000 for fiscal year 2018.’’. 
(b) GUARANTEED AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.— 

Section 1241 of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(16 U.S.C. 3841) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (b) 
through (h) as subsections (c) through (i), re-
spectively; 

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(b) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Amounts 
made available by subsection (a) for fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018 shall be used by the 
Secretary to carry out the programs speci-
fied in such subsection and shall remain 
available until expended.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (d) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (1)), by striking ‘‘subsection (b)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘subsection (c)’’. 
SEC. 2602. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE. 

Section 1241 of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3841) is amended by striking 
subsection (c) (as redesignated by section 
2601(b)(1)) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(c) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.— 
‘‘(1) AVAILABILITY.—Commodity Credit 

Corporation funds made available for a fiscal 
year for each of the programs specified in 
subsection (a)— 

‘‘(A) shall be available for the provision of 
technical assistance for the programs for 
which funds are made available as necessary 
to implement the programs effectively; 

‘‘(B) except for technical assistance for the 
conservation reserve program under sub-
chapter B of chapter 1 of subtitle D, shall be 
apportioned for the provision of technical as-
sistance in the amount determined by the 
Secretary, at the sole discretion of the Sec-
retary; and 

‘‘(C) shall not be available for the provision 
of technical assistance for conservation pro-
grams specified in subsection (a) other than 
the program for which the funds were made 
available. 

‘‘(2) PRIORITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the delivery of tech-

nical assistance under the Soil Conservation 
and Domestic Allotment Act (16 U.S.C. 590a 
et seq.), the Secretary shall give priority to 
producers who request technical assistance 
from the Secretary in order to comply for 
the first time with the requirements of sub-
title B and subtitle C of this title as a result 
of the amendments made by section 2611 of 
the Agricultural Act of 2014. 

‘‘(B) REPORT.—Not later than 270 days after 
the date of enactment of the Agricultural 
Act of 2014, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committee on Agriculture of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen-
ate a report regarding the extent to which 
the conservation compliance requirements 
contained in the amendments made by sec-
tion 2611 of the Agricultural Act of 2014 apply 
to and impact specialty crop growers, includ-
ing national analysis and surveys to deter-
mine the extent of specialty crop acreage 
that includes highly erodible land and wet-
lands. 

‘‘(3) REPORT.—Not later than December 31, 
2014, the Secretary shall submit (and update 
as necessary in subsequent years) to the 
Committee on Agriculture of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen-
ate a report— 

‘‘(A) detailing the amount of technical as-
sistance funds requested and apportioned in 
each program specified in subsection (a) dur-
ing the preceding fiscal year; and 

‘‘(B) any other data relating to this provi-
sion that would be helpful to such Commit-
tees. 

‘‘(4) COMPLIANCE REPORT.—Not later than 
November 1 of each year, the Secretary shall 
submit to the Committee on Agriculture of 
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry of the Senate a report that includes— 

‘‘(A) a description of the extent to which 
the requests for highly erodible land con-
servation and wetland compliance deter-
minations are being addressed in a timely 
manner; 

‘‘(B) the total number of requests com-
pleted in the previous fiscal year; 

‘‘(C) the incomplete determinations on 
record; and 

‘‘(D) the number of requests that are still 
outstanding more than 1 year since the date 
on which the requests were received from the 
producer.’’. 
SEC. 2603. REGIONAL EQUITY. 

Section 1241 of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3841) is amended by striking 
subsection (e) (as redesignated by section 
2601(b)(1)) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(e) REGIONAL EQUITY.— 
‘‘(1) EQUITABLE DISTRIBUTION.—When deter-

mining funding allocations each fiscal year, 
the Secretary shall, after considering avail-
able funding and program demand in each 
State, provide a distribution of funds for 
conservation programs under subtitle D (ex-
cluding the conservation reserve program 
under subchapter B of chapter 1), subtitle H, 
and subtitle I to ensure equitable program 
participation proportional to historical fund-
ing allocations and usage by all States. 

‘‘(2) MINIMUM PERCENTAGE.—In determining 
the specific funding allocations under para-
graph (1), the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(A) ensure that during the first quarter of 
each fiscal year each State has the oppor-
tunity to establish that the State can use an 
aggregate allocation amount of at least 0.6 
percent of the funds made available for those 
conservation programs; and 

‘‘(B) for each State that can so establish, 
provide an aggregate amount of at least 0.6 

percent of the funds made available for those 
conservation programs.’’. 
SEC. 2604. RESERVATION OF FUNDS TO PROVIDE 

ASSISTANCE TO CERTAIN FARMERS 
OR RANCHERS FOR CONSERVATION 
ACCESS. 

Subsection (h) of section 1241 of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3841) (as redes-
ignated by section 2601(b)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(4) PREFERENCE.—In providing assistance 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall give 
preference to a veteran farmer or rancher (as 
defined in section 2501(e) of the Food, Agri-
culture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 
(7 U.S.C. 2279(e))) that qualifies under sub-
paragraph (A) or (B) of paragraph (1).’’. 
SEC. 2605. ANNUAL REPORT ON PROGRAM EN-

ROLLMENTS AND ASSISTANCE. 
Subsection (i) of section 1241 of the Food 

Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3841) (as redes-
ignated by section 2601(b)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘wetlands 
reserve program’’ and inserting ‘‘agricul-
tural conservation easement program’’; 

(2) by striking paragraphs (2) and (3) and 
redesignating paragraphs (4), (5), and (6) as 
paragraphs (2), (3), and (4), respectively; 

(3) in paragraph (3) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘agricultural water en-

hancement program’’ and inserting ‘‘regional 
conservation partnership program’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘1240I(g)’’ and inserting 
‘‘1271C(c)(3)’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) Payments made under the conserva-

tion stewardship program. 
‘‘(6) Exceptions provided by the Secretary 

under section 1265B(b)(2)(C).’’. 
SEC. 2606. ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS AP-

PLICABLE TO ALL CONSERVATION 
PROGRAMS. 

Section 1244 of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3844) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2), by adding at the 
end the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(E) Veteran farmers or ranchers (as de-
fined in section 2501(e) of the Food, Agri-
culture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 
(7 U.S.C. 2279(e))).’’; 

(2) in subsection (d), by inserting ‘‘, H, and 
I’’ before the period at the end; 

(3) in subsection (f)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)(B), by striking ‘‘coun-

try’’ and inserting ‘‘county’’; and 
(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘sub-

section (c)(2)(B) or (f)(4)’’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (d)(2)(A)(ii) or (g)(2)’’; 

(4) in subsection (h)(2), by inserting ‘‘, in-
cluding, to the extent practicable, practices 
that maximize benefits for honey bees’’ after 
‘‘pollinators’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

‘‘(j) IMPROVED ADMINISTRATIVE EFFICIENCY 
AND EFFECTIVENESS.—In administrating a 
conservation program under this title, the 
Secretary shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable— 

‘‘(1) seek to reduce administrative burdens 
and costs to producers by streamlining con-
servation planning and program resources; 
and 

‘‘(2) take advantage of new technologies to 
enhance efficiency and effectiveness. 

‘‘(k) RELATION TO OTHER PAYMENTS.—Any 
payment received by an owner or operator 
under this title, including an easement pay-
ment or rental payment, shall be in addition 
to, and not affect, the total amount of pay-
ments that the owner or operator is other-
wise eligible to receive under any of the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) This Act. 
‘‘(2) The Agricultural Act of 1949 (7 U.S.C. 

1421 et seq.). 
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‘‘(3) The Agricultural Act of 2014. 
‘‘(4) Any law that succeeds a law specified 

in paragraph (1), (2), or (3). 
‘‘(l) FUNDING FOR INDIAN TRIBES.—In car-

rying out the conservation stewardship pro-
gram under subchapter B of chapter 2 of sub-
title D and the environmental quality incen-
tives program under chapter 4 of subtitle D, 
the Secretary may enter into alternative 
funding arrangements with Indian tribes if 
the Secretary determines that the goals and 
objectives of the programs will be met by 
such arrangements, and that statutory limi-
tations regarding contracts with individual 
producers will not be exceeded by any tribal 
member.’’. 
SEC. 2607. STANDARDS FOR STATE TECHNICAL 

COMMITTEES. 
Section 1261(b) of the Food Security Act of 

1985 (16 U.S.C. 3861(b)) is amended by striking 
‘‘Not later than 180 days after the date of en-
actment of the Food, Conservation, and En-
ergy Act of 2008, the Secretary shall de-
velop’’ and inserting ‘‘The Secretary shall 
review and update as necessary’’. 
SEC. 2608. RULEMAKING AUTHORITY. 

Subtitle E of title XII of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3841 et seq.) is amended 
by adding at the end the following new sec-
tion: 
‘‘SEC. 1246. REGULATIONS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
mulgate such regulations as are necessary to 
implement programs under this title, includ-
ing such regulations as the Secretary deter-
mines to be necessary to ensure a fair and 
reasonable application of the limitations es-
tablished under section 1244(f). 

‘‘(b) RULEMAKING PROCEDURE.—The pro-
mulgation of regulations and administration 
of programs under this title— 

‘‘(1) shall be carried out without regard to 
chapter 35 of title 44, United States Code 
(commonly known as the Paperwork Reduc-
tion Act); and 

‘‘(2) shall be made as an interim rule effec-
tive on publication with an opportunity for 
notice and comment. 

‘‘(c) CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW OF AGENCY 
RULEMAKING.—In promulgating regulations 
under this section, the Secretary shall use 
the authority provided under section 808 of 
title 5, United States Code.’’. 
SEC. 2609. WETLANDS MITIGATION. 

Section 1222(k) of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3822(k)) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(k) MITIGATION BANKING.— 
‘‘(1) MITIGATION BANKING PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Using authorities avail-

able to the Secretary, the Secretary shall op-
erate a program or work with third parties 
to establish mitigation banks to assist per-
sons in complying with the provisions of this 
section while mitigating any loss of wetland 
values and functions. 

‘‘(B) FUNDING.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall use $10,000,000, to remain available 
until expended, to carry out this paragraph. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABILITY.—Subsection (f)(2)(C) 
shall not apply to this subsection. 

‘‘(3) POLICY AND CRITERIA.—The Secretary 
shall develop the appropriate policy and cri-
teria that will allow willing persons to ac-
cess existing mitigation banks, under this 
section or any other authority, that will 
serve the purposes of this section without re-
quiring the Secretary to hold an easement, 
in whole or in part, in a mitigation bank.’’. 
SEC. 2610. LESSER PRAIRIE-CHICKEN CONSERVA-

TION REPORT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall submit to the 
Committee on Agriculture of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Agri-

culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen-
ate a report containing the results of a re-
view and analysis of each of the activities 
(including those administered by the Sec-
retary) that pertain to the conservation of 
the lesser prairie-chicken, including the con-
servation reserve program, the environ-
mental quality incentives program, the Less-
er Prairie-Chicken Initiative, the Western 
Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies 
Candidate Conservation Agreement with As-
surances for Oil and Gas, and the Western 
Association of Fish and Wildlife Agencies 
Lesser Prairie-Chicken Range-Wide Con-
servation Plan. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The Secretary shall include 
in the report required by this section, at a 
minimum— 

(1) with respect to each activity described 
in subsection (a) as it relates to the con-
servation of the lesser prairie-chicken, find-
ings regarding— 

(A) the cost of the activity to the Federal 
Government, impacted State governments, 
and the private sector; 

(B) the conservation effectiveness of the 
activity; and 

(C) the cost effectiveness of the activity; 
and 

(2) a ranking of the activities described in 
subsection (a) based on their relative cost ef-
fectiveness. 
SEC. 2611. HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND AND WET-

LAND CONSERVATION FOR CROP IN-
SURANCE. 

(a) HIGHLY ERODIBLE LAND PROGRAM INELI-
GIBILITY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1211(a)(1) of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3811(a)(1)) is amended— 

(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘or’’ 
at the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (D), by adding ‘‘or’’ at 
the end; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) any portion of the premium paid by 

the Federal Crop Insurance Corporation for a 
policy or plan of insurance under the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.), on 
the condition that if a person is determined 
to have committed a violation under this 
subsection during a crop year, ineligibility 
under this subparagraph shall— 

‘‘(i) only apply to reinsurance years subse-
quent to the date of final determination of a 
violation, including all administrative ap-
peals; and 

‘‘(ii) not apply to the existing reinsurance 
year or any reinsurance year prior to the 
date of final determination;’’. 

(2) EXEMPTIONS.—Section 1212(a)(2) of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 
3812(a)(2)) is amended— 

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘(2) 
If,’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBILITY BASED ON COMPLIANCE WITH 
CONSERVATION PLAN.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If,’’; 
(B) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘In 

carrying’’ and inserting the following: 
‘‘(B) MINIMIZATION OF DOCUMENTATION.—In 

carrying’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) CROP INSURANCE.— 
‘‘(i) OPERATIONS NEW TO COMPLIANCE.—Not-

withstanding section 1211(a), in the case of a 
person that is subject to section 1211 for the 
first time solely due to the amendment made 
by section 2611(a) of the Agricultural Act of 
2014, any person who produces an agricul-
tural commodity on the land that is the 
basis of the payments described in section 
1211(a)(1)(E) shall have 5 reinsurance years 
after the date on which such payments be-
come subject to section 1211 to develop and 
comply with an approved conservation plan 
so as to maintain eligibility for such pay-
ments. 

‘‘(ii) EXISTING OPERATIONS WITH PRIOR VIO-
LATIONS.—Notwithstanding section 1211(a), in 
the case of a person that the Secretary de-
termines would have been in violation of sec-
tion 1211(a) if the person had continued par-
ticipation in the programs requiring compli-
ance at any time after the date of enactment 
of the Agricultural Act of 2014 and is cur-
rently in violation of section 1211(a), the per-
son shall have 2 reinsurance years after the 
date on which the payments described in sec-
tion 1211(a)(1)(E) become subject to section 
1211 to develop and comply with an approved 
conservation plan, as determined by the Sec-
retary, so as to maintain eligibility for such 
payments. 

‘‘(iii) APPLICABLE REINSURANCE YEAR.—In-
eligibility for the payment described in sec-
tion 1211(a)(1)(E) for a violation under this 
subparagraph during a crop year shall— 

‘‘(I) only apply to reinsurance years subse-
quent to the date of a final determination of 
a violation, including all administrative ap-
peals; and 

‘‘(II) not apply to the existing reinsurance 
year or any reinsurance year prior to the 
date of the final determination.’’. 

(3) CROP INSURANCE PREMIUM ASSISTANCE.— 
Section 1213(d) of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3812a(d)) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘‘(4) CROP INSURANCE PREMIUM ASSIST-
ANCE.—For the purpose of determining the 
eligibility of a person for the payment de-
scribed in section 1211(a)(1)(E), the Secretary 
shall apply the procedures described in sec-
tion 1221(c)(3)(E) and coordinate the certifi-
cation process so as to avoid duplication or 
unnecessary paperwork.’’. 

(b) WETLAND CONSERVATION PROGRAM IN-
ELIGIBILITY.—Section 1221 of the Food Secu-
rity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3821) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (c), (d), 
and (e) as subsections (d), (e), and (f), respec-
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(c) INELIGIBILITY FOR CROP INSURANCE 
PREMIUM ASSISTANCE.— 

‘‘(1) REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If a person is deter-

mined to have committed a violation under 
subsection (a) or (d) during a crop year, the 
person shall be ineligible to receive any pay-
ment of any portion of premium paid by the 
Federal Crop Insurance Corporation for a 
plan or policy of insurance under the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.) pur-
suant to this subsection. 

‘‘(B) APPLICABILITY.—Ineligibility under 
this subsection shall— 

‘‘(i) only apply to reinsurance years subse-
quent to the date of a final determination of 
a violation, including all administrative ap-
peals; and 

‘‘(ii) not apply to the existing reinsurance 
year or any reinsurance year prior to the 
date of the final determination. 

‘‘(2) CONVERSIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding para-

graph (1), ineligibility for crop insurance 
premium assistance shall apply in accord-
ance with this paragraph. 

‘‘(B) NEW CONVERSIONS.—In the case of a 
wetland that the Secretary determines was 
converted after the date of enactment of the 
Agricultural Act of 2014— 

‘‘(i) the person shall be ineligible to receive 
crop insurance premium subsidies in subse-
quent reinsurance years unless the Secretary 
determines that an exemption pursuant to 
section 1222 applies; or 

‘‘(ii) for any violation that the Secretary 
determines impacts less than 5 acres of an 
entire farm, the person may pay a contribu-
tion in an amount equal to 150 percent of the 
cost of mitigation, as determined by the Sec-
retary, to the fund described in section 
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1241(f) for wetland restoration in lieu of in-
eligibility to receive crop insurance pre-
mium assistance. 

‘‘(C) PRIOR CONVERSIONS.—In the case of a 
wetland that the Secretary determines was 
converted prior to the date of enactment of 
the Agricultural Act of 2014, ineligibility 
under this subsection shall not apply. 

‘‘(D) CONVERSIONS AND NEW POLICIES OR 
PLANS OF INSURANCE.—In the case of an agri-
cultural commodity for which an individual 
policy or plan of insurance is available for 
the first time to the person after the date of 
enactment of the Agricultural Act of 2014— 

‘‘(i) ineligibility shall apply only to con-
versions that take place after the date on 
which the policy or plan of insurance first 
becomes available to the person; and 

‘‘(ii) the person shall take such steps as the 
Secretary determines appropriate to miti-
gate any prior conversion in a timely man-
ner but not to exceed 2 reinsurance years. 

‘‘(3) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) MITIGATION REQUIRED.—Except as oth-

erwise provided in this paragraph, a person 
subject to a final determination, including 
all administrative appeals, of a violation de-
scribed in subsection (d) shall have 1 reinsur-
ance year to initiate a mitigation plan to 
remedy the violation, as determined by the 
Secretary, before becoming ineligible under 
this subsection in the following reinsurance 
year to receive any payment of any portion 
of the premium paid by the Federal Crop In-
surance Corporation for a policy or plan of 
insurance under the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.). 

‘‘(B) PERSONS COVERED FOR THE FIRST 
TIME.—Notwithstanding the requirements of 
paragraph (1), in the case of a person that is 
subject to this subsection for the first time 
solely due to the amendment made by sec-
tion 2611(b) of the Agricultural Act of 2014, 
the person shall have 2 reinsurance years 
after the reinsurance year in which a final 
determination is made, including all admin-
istrative appeals, of a violation described in 
this subsection to take such steps as the Sec-
retary determines appropriate to remedy or 
mitigate the violation in accordance with 
this subsection. 

‘‘(C) GOOD FAITH.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that a person subject to a final deter-
mination, including all administrative ap-
peals, of a violation described in this sub-
section acted in good faith and without in-
tent to commit a violation described in this 
subsection as described in section 1222(h), the 
person shall have 2 reinsurance years to take 
such steps as the Secretary determines ap-
propriate to remedy or mitigate the viola-
tion in accordance with this subsection. 

‘‘(D) TENANT RELIEF.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—If a tenant is determined 

to be ineligible for payments and other bene-
fits under this subsection, the Secretary may 
limit the ineligibility only to the farm that 
is the basis for the ineligibility determina-
tion if the tenant has established, to the sat-
isfaction of the Secretary that— 

‘‘(I) the tenant has made a good faith effort 
to meet the requirements of this section, in-
cluding enlisting the assistance of the Sec-
retary to obtain a reasonable plan for res-
toration or mitigation for the farm; 

‘‘(II) the landlord on the farm refuses to 
comply with the plan on the farm; and 

‘‘(III) the Secretary determines that the 
lack of compliance is not a part of a scheme 
or device to avoid the compliance. 

‘‘(ii) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit 
to the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of 
the Senate an annual report concerning the 
ineligibility determinations limited during 
the previous 12-month period under this sub-
paragraph. 

‘‘(E) CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Beginning with the first 

full reinsurance year immediately following 
the date of enactment of this paragraph, all 
persons seeking eligibility for the payment 
of a portion of the premium paid by the Fed-
eral Crop Insurance Corporation for a policy 
or plan of insurance under the Federal Crop 
Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.) shall 
provide certification of compliance with this 
section as determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(ii) TIMELY EVALUATION.—The Secretary 
shall evaluate the certification in a timely 
manner and— 

‘‘(I) a person who has properly complied 
with certification shall be held harmless 
with regard to eligibility during the period 
of evaluation; and 

‘‘(II) if the Secretary fails to evaluate the 
certification in a timely manner and the per-
son is subsequently found to be in violation 
of this subsection, ineligibility shall not 
apply to the person for that violation. 

‘‘(iii) EQUITABLE CONTRIBUTION.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—If a person fails to notify 

the Secretary as required and is subse-
quently found to be in violation of this sub-
section, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(aa) determine the amount of an equi-
table contribution to conservation by the 
person for the violation; and 

‘‘(bb) deposit the contribution in the fund 
described in section 1241(f). 

‘‘(II) LIMITATION.—The contribution shall 
not exceed the total of the portion of the 
premium paid by the Federal Crop Insurance 
Corporation for a policy or plan of insurance 
for all years the person is determined to 
have been in violation subsequent to the 
date on which certification was first required 
under this subparagraph. 

‘‘(4) DUTIES OF THE SECRETARY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this sub-

section, the Secretary shall use existing 
processes and procedures for certifying com-
pliance. 

‘‘(B) RESPONSIBILITY.—The Secretary, act-
ing through the agencies of the Department 
of Agriculture, shall be solely responsible for 
determining whether a producer is eligible to 
receive crop insurance premium subsidies in 
accordance with this subsection. 

‘‘(C) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall en-
sure that no agent, approved insurance pro-
vider, or employee or contractor of an agen-
cy or approved insurance provider, bears re-
sponsibility or liability for the eligibility of 
an insured producer under this subsection, 
other than in cases of misrepresentation, 
fraud, or scheme and device.’’. 
Subtitle H—Repeal of Superseded Program 

Authorities and Transitional Provisions; 
Technical Amendments 

SEC. 2701. COMPREHENSIVE CONSERVATION EN-
HANCEMENT PROGRAM. 

Section 1230 of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3830) is repealed. 
SEC. 2702. EMERGENCY FORESTRY CONSERVA-

TION RESERVE PROGRAM. 
(a) REPEAL.—Except as provided in sub-

section (b), section 1231A of the Food Secu-
rity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831a) is repealed. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 
(1) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS AND 

AGREEMENTS.—The amendment made by this 
section shall not affect the validity or terms 
of any contract or agreement entered into by 
the Secretary of Agriculture under section 
1231A of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3831a) before the date of enactment of 
the Agricultural Act of 2014, or any pay-
ments required to be made in connection 
with the contract or agreement. 

(2) FUNDING.—The Secretary may use funds 
made available to carry out the conservation 
reserve program under subchapter B of chap-
ter 1 of subtitle D of title XII of the Food Se-

curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831 et seq.) to 
continue to carry out contracts or agree-
ments referred to in paragraph (1) using the 
provisions of law and regulation applicable 
to such contracts or agreements as in exist-
ence on the day before the date of enactment 
of the Agricultural Act of 2014. 
SEC. 2703. WETLANDS RESERVE PROGRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Except as provided in sub-
section (b), subchapter C of chapter 1 of sub-
title D of title XII of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3837 et seq.) is repealed. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 
(1) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS, AGREE-

MENTS, AND EASEMENTS.—The amendment 
made by this section shall not affect the va-
lidity or terms of any contract, agreement, 
or easement entered into by the Secretary of 
Agriculture under subchapter C of chapter 1 
of subtitle D of title XII of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3837 et seq.) before the 
date of enactment of the Agricultural Act of 
2014, or any payments required to be made in 
connection with the contract, agreement, or 
easement. 

(2) FUNDING.— 
(A) USE OF PRIOR YEAR FUNDS.—Notwith-

standing the repeal of subchapter C of chap-
ter 1 of subtitle D of title XII of the Food Se-
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3837 et seq.), any 
funds made available from the Commodity 
Credit Corporation to carry out the wetlands 
reserve program under that subchapter for 
fiscal years 2009 through 2013 shall be made 
available to carry out contracts, agreements, 
or easements referred to in paragraph (1) 
that were entered into prior to the date of 
enactment of the Agricultural Act of 2014 
(including the provision of technical assist-
ance), provided that no such contract, agree-
ment, or easement is modified so as to in-
crease the amount of the payment received. 

(B) OTHER.—The Secretary may use funds 
made available to carry out the agricultural 
conservation easement program under sub-
title H of title XII of the Food Security Act 
of 1985, as added by section 2301, to continue 
to carry out contracts, agreements, and 
easements referred to in paragraph (1) using 
the provisions of law and regulation applica-
ble to such contracts, agreements, and ease-
ments as in existence on the day before the 
date of enactment of the Agricultural Act of 
2014. 
SEC. 2704. FARMLAND PROTECTION PROGRAM 

AND FARM VIABILITY PROGRAM. 
(a) REPEAL.—Except as provided in sub-

section (b), subchapter C of chapter 2 of sub-
title D of title XII of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3838h et seq.) is repealed. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 
(1) EFFECT ON EXISTING AGREEMENTS AND 

EASEMENTS.—The amendment made by this 
section shall not affect the validity or terms 
of any agreement or easement entered into 
by the Secretary of Agriculture under sub-
chapter C of chapter 2 of subtitle D of title 
XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3838h et seq.) before the date of enact-
ment of the Agricultural Act of 2014, or any 
payments required to be made in connection 
with the agreement or easement. 

(2) FUNDING.— 
(A) USE OF PRIOR YEAR FUNDS.—Notwith-

standing the repeal of subchapter C of chap-
ter 2 of subtitle D of title XII of the Food Se-
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3838h et seq.), 
any funds made available from the Com-
modity Credit Corporation to carry out the 
farmland protection program under that sub-
chapter for fiscal years 2009 through 2013 
shall be made available to carry out agree-
ments and easements referred to in para-
graph (1) that were entered into prior to the 
date of enactment of the Agricultural Act of 
2014 (including the provision of technical as-
sistance). 
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(B) OTHER.—On exhaustion of funds made 

available under subparagraph (A), the Sec-
retary may use funds made available to 
carry out the agricultural conservation ease-
ment program under subtitle H of title XII of 
the Food Security Act of 1985, as added by 
section 2301, to continue to carry out agree-
ments and easements referred to in para-
graph (1) using the provisions of law and reg-
ulation applicable to such agreements and 
easements as in existence on the day before 
the date of enactment of the Agricultural 
Act of 2014. 
SEC. 2705. GRASSLAND RESERVE PROGRAM. 

(a) REPEAL.—Except as provided in sub-
section (b), subchapter D of chapter 2 of sub-
title D of title XII of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3838n et seq.) is repealed. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 
(1) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS, AGREE-

MENTS, AND EASEMENTS.—The amendment 
made by this section shall not affect the va-
lidity or terms of any contract, agreement, 
or easement entered into by the Secretary of 
Agriculture under subchapter D of chapter 2 
of subtitle D of title XII of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3838n et seq.) before the 
date of enactment of the Agricultural Act of 
2014, or any payments required to be made in 
connection with the contract, agreement, or 
easement. 

(2) FUNDING.— 
(A) USE OF PRIOR YEAR FUNDS.—Notwith-

standing the repeal of subchapter D of chap-
ter 2 of subtitle D of title XII of the Food Se-
curity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3838n et seq.), 
any funds made available from the Com-
modity Credit Corporation to carry out the 
grassland reserve program under that sub-
chapter for fiscal years 2009 through 2013 
shall be made available to carry out con-
tracts, agreements, or easements referred to 
in paragraph (1) that were entered into prior 
to the date of enactment of the Agricultural 
Act of 2014 (including the provision of tech-
nical assistance), provided that no such con-
tract, agreement, or easement is modified so 
as to increase the amount of the payment re-
ceived. 

(B) OTHER.—The Secretary may use funds 
made available to carry out the agricultural 
conservation easement program under sub-
title H of title XII of the Food Security Act 
of 1985, as added by section 2301, to continue 
to carry out contracts, agreements, and 
easements referred to in paragraph (1) using 
the provisions of law and regulation applica-
ble to such contracts, agreements, and ease-
ments as in existence on the day before the 
date of enactment of the Agricultural Act of 
2014. 
SEC. 2706. AGRICULTURAL WATER ENHANCE-

MENT PROGRAM. 
(a) REPEAL.—Except as provided in sub-

section (b), section 1240I of the Food Secu-
rity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa–9) is re-
pealed. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 
(1) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS AND 

AGREEMENTS.—The amendment made by this 
section shall not affect the validity or terms 
of any contract or agreement entered into by 
the Secretary of Agriculture under section 
1240I of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3839aa–9) before the date of enactment 
of the Agricultural Act of 2014, or any pay-
ments required to be made in connection 
with the contract or agreement. 

(2) FUNDING.— 
(A) USE OF PRIOR YEAR FUNDS.—Notwith-

standing the repeal of section 1240I of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839aa– 
9), any funds made available from the Com-
modity Credit Corporation to carry out the 
agricultural water enhancement program 
under that section for fiscal years 2009 
through 2013 shall be made available to carry 

out contracts and agreements referred to in 
paragraph (1) that were entered into prior to 
the date of enactment of the Agricultural 
Act of 2014 (including the provision of tech-
nical assistance). 

(B) OTHER.—On exhaustion of funds made 
available under subparagraph (A), the Sec-
retary may use funds made available to 
carry out the regional conservation partner-
ship program under subtitle I of title XII of 
the Food Security Act of 1985, as added by 
section 2401, to continue to carry out con-
tracts and agreements referred to in para-
graph (1) using the provisions of law and reg-
ulation applicable to such contracts and 
agreements as in existence on the day before 
the date of enactment of the Agricultural 
Act of 2014. 
SEC. 2707. WILDLIFE HABITAT INCENTIVE PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) REPEAL.—Except as provided in sub-

section (b), section 1240N of the Food Secu-
rity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb–1) is re-
pealed. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 
(1) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS AND 

AGREEMENTS.—The amendment made by this 
section shall not affect the validity or terms 
of any contract or agreement entered into by 
the Secretary of Agriculture under section 
1240N of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3839bb–1) before the date of enactment 
of the Agricultural Act of 2014, or any pay-
ments required to be made in connection 
with the contract or agreement. 

(2) FUNDING.— 
(A) USE OF PRIOR YEAR FUNDS.—Notwith-

standing the repeal of section 1240N of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb– 
1), any funds made available from the Com-
modity Credit Corporation to carry out the 
wildlife habitat incentive program under 
that section for fiscal years 2009 through 2013 
shall be made available to carry out con-
tracts or agreements referred to in para-
graph (1) which were entered into prior to 
the date of enactment of the Agricultural 
Act of 2014 (including the provision of tech-
nical assistance). 

(B) OTHER.—On exhaustion of funds made 
available under subparagraph (A), the Sec-
retary may use funds made available to 
carry out the environmental quality incen-
tives program under chapter 4 of subtitle D 
of title XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(16 U.S.C. 3839aa et seq.) to continue to carry 
out contracts or agreements referred to in 
paragraph (1) using the provisions of law and 
regulation applicable to such contracts or 
agreements as in existence on the day before 
the date of enactment of the Agricultural 
Act of 2014. 
SEC. 2708. GREAT LAKES BASIN PROGRAM. 

Section 1240P of the Food Security Act of 
1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb–3) is repealed. 
SEC. 2709. CHESAPEAKE BAY WATERSHED PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) REPEAL.—Except as provided in sub-

section (b), section 1240Q of the Food Secu-
rity Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb–4) is re-
pealed. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 
(1) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS, AGREE-

MENTS, AND EASEMENTS.—The amendment 
made by this section shall not affect the va-
lidity or terms of any contract, agreement, 
or easement entered into by the Secretary of 
Agriculture under section 1240Q of the Food 
Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb–4) be-
fore the date of enactment of the Agricul-
tural Act of 2014, or any payments required 
to be made in connection with the contract, 
agreement, or easement. 

(2) FUNDING.— 
(A) USE OF PRIOR YEAR FUNDS.—Notwith-

standing the repeal of section 1240Q of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839bb– 

4), any funds made available from the Com-
modity Credit Corporation to carry out the 
Chesapeake Bay watershed program under 
that section for fiscal years 2009 through 2013 
shall be made available to carry out con-
tracts, agreements, and easements referred 
to in paragraph (1) that were entered into 
prior to the date of enactment of the Agri-
cultural Act of 2014 (including the provision 
of technical assistance). 

(B) OTHER.—The Secretary may use funds 
made available to carry out the regional con-
servation partnership program under sub-
title I of title XII of the Food Security Act 
of 1985, as added by section 2401, to continue 
to carry out contracts, agreements, and 
easements referred to in paragraph (1) using 
the provisions of law and regulation applica-
ble to such contracts, agreements, and ease-
ments as in existence on the day before the 
date of enactment of the Agricultural Act of 
2014. 
SEC. 2710. COOPERATIVE CONSERVATION PART-

NERSHIP INITIATIVE. 
(a) REPEAL.—Except as provided in sub-

section (b), section 1243 of the Food Security 
Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3843) is repealed. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS.— 
(1) EFFECT ON EXISTING CONTRACTS AND 

AGREEMENTS.—The amendment made by this 
section shall not affect the validity or terms 
of any contract or agreement entered into by 
the Secretary of Agriculture under section 
1243 of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3843) before the date of enactment of 
the Agricultural Act of 2014, or any pay-
ments required to be made in connection 
with the contract or agreement. 

(2) FUNDING.— 
(A) USE OF PRIOR YEAR FUNDS.—Notwith-

standing the repeal of section 1243 of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3843), 
any funds made available from the Com-
modity Credit Corporation to carry out the 
cooperative conservation partnership initia-
tive under that section for fiscal years 2009 
through 2013 shall be made available to carry 
out contracts and agreements referred to in 
paragraph (1) that were entered into prior to 
the date of enactment of the Agricultural 
Act of 2014 (including the provision of tech-
nical assistance). 

(B) OTHER.—On exhaustion of funds made 
available under subparagraph (A), the Sec-
retary may use funds made available to 
carry out the regional conservation partner-
ship program under subtitle I of title XII of 
the Food Security Act of 1985, as added by 
section 2401, to continue to carry out con-
tracts and agreements referred to in para-
graph (1) using the provisions of law and reg-
ulation applicable to such contracts and 
agreements as in existence on the day before 
the date of enactment of the Agricultural 
Act of 2014. 
SEC. 2711. ENVIRONMENTAL EASEMENT PRO-

GRAM. 
Chapter 3 of subtitle D of title XII of the 

Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3839 et 
seq.) is repealed. 
SEC. 2712. TEMPORARY ADMINISTRATION OF 

CONSERVATION PROGRAMS. 
(a) APPLICABILITY.—This section is applica-

ble to activities under— 
(1) the wetlands reserve program, the farm-

land protection program, and the farm via-
bility program being merged into the agri-
cultural conservation easement program 
under the amendment made by section 2301; 

(2) the wildlife habitat incentive program 
being merged into the environmental quality 
incentives program under the amendments 
made by subtitle C; 

(3) the agricultural water enhancement 
program, the Chesapeake Bay watershed pro-
gram, the cooperative conservation partner-
ship initiative, and the Great Lakes basin 
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program being merged into the regional con-
servation partnership program under the 
amendment made by section 2401; and 

(4) the grassland reserve program being 
merged into the conservation reserve pro-
gram under the amendments made by sub-
title A and into the agricultural conserva-
tion easement program under the amend-
ment made by section 2301. 

(b) INTERIM ADMINISTRATION.—Subject to 
subsection (d), with respect to the implemen-
tation of the agricultural conservation ease-
ment program under subtitle H of title XII of 
the Food Security Act of 1985, as added by 
section 2301, the amendments to the environ-
mental quality incentives program made by 
subtitle C, the regional conservation part-
nership program under subtitle I of title XII 
of the Food Security Act of 1985, as added by 
section 2401, and the amendments to the con-
servation reserve program made by subtitle 
A, the Secretary shall use the regulations in 
existence as of the day before the date of en-
actment of this Act that are applicable to 
the wetlands reserve program, the grassland 
reserve program, the farmland protection 
program, the farm viability program, the 
wildlife habitat incentive program, the agri-
cultural water enhancement program, the 
Chesapeake Bay watershed program, the co-
operative conservation partnership initia-
tive, and the Great Lakes basin program re-
pealed by this subtitle, to the extent that 
the terms and conditions of such regulations 
are consistent with— 

(1) the provisions of the agricultural con-
servation easement program and the re-
gional conservation partnership program; 
and 

(2) the amendments to the environmental 
quality incentives program and the con-
servation reserve program made by this 
title. 

(c) FUNDING.—The Secretary may only use 
funds authorized in this title or in the 
amendments made by this title for the spe-
cific programs listed in subsection (b), in-
cluding any restrictions on the use of those 
funds, for the purposes identified in para-
graphs (1) and (2) of subsection (b). 

(d) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au-
thority of the Secretary to carry out sub-
section (b) shall terminate on the date that 
is 270 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(e) PERMANENT ADMINISTRATION.—Effective 
beginning on the termination date described 
in subsection (d), the Secretary shall provide 
technical assistance, financial assistance, 
and easement enrollment in accordance with 
any final regulations that the Secretary con-
siders necessary to carry out this title and 
the amendments made by this title. 
SEC. 2713. TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 1201(a) of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3801(a)) 
is amended in the matter preceding para-
graph (1) by striking ‘‘E’’ and inserting ‘‘I’’. 

(b) PROGRAM INELIGIBILITY.—Section 
1211(a) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3811(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘pre-
dominate’’ each place it appears and insert-
ing ‘‘predominant’’. 

(c) SPECIALTY CROP PRODUCERS.—Section 
1242(i) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3842(i)) is amended in the header by 
striking ‘‘SPECIALITY’’ and inserting ‘‘SPE-
CIALTY’’. 

TITLE III—TRADE 
Subtitle A—Food for Peace Act 

SEC. 3001. GENERAL AUTHORITY. 
Section 201 of the Food for Peace Act (7 

U.S.C. 1721) is amended— 
(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 

by inserting ‘‘(to be implemented by the Ad-
ministrator)’’ after ‘‘under this title’’; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (7) and the second 
sentence and inserting the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(7) build resilience to mitigate and pre-
vent food crises and reduce the future need 
for emergency aid.’’. 
SEC. 3002. SET-ASIDE FOR SUPPORT FOR ORGANI-

ZATIONS THROUGH WHICH NON-
EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE IS PRO-
VIDED. 

Section 202(e) of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1722(e)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 

(A), by striking ‘‘13 percent’’ and inserting 
‘‘20 percent’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘new’’ 
and inserting ‘‘and enhancing’’; 

(C) by striking subparagraph (B); 
(D) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as 

subparagraph (D); and 
(E) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 

following new subparagraphs: 
‘‘(B) meeting specific administrative, man-

agement, personnel, transportation, storage, 
and distribution costs for carrying out pro-
grams in foreign countries under this title; 

‘‘(C) implementing income-generating, 
community development, health, nutrition, 
cooperative development, agricultural, and 
other developmental activities within 1 or 
more recipient countries or within 1 or more 
countries in the same region; and’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(4) INVESTMENT AUTHORITY.—An eligible 
organization that receives funds made avail-
able under paragraph (1) may invest the 
funds pending the eligible organization’s use 
of the funds. Any interest earned on such in-
vestment may be used for the purposes for 
which the assistance was provided to the eli-
gible organization without further appro-
priation by Congress.’’. 
SEC. 3003. FOOD AID QUALITY. 

Section 202(h) of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1722(h)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
use funds made available for fiscal year 2014 
and subsequent fiscal years to carry out this 
title— 

‘‘(A) to assess the types and quality of ag-
ricultural commodities and products donated 
for food aid; 

‘‘(B) to adjust products and formulations, 
including potential introduction of new 
fortificants and products, as necessary to 
cost-effectively meet nutrient needs of tar-
get populations; 

‘‘(C) to test prototypes; 
‘‘(D) to adopt new specifications or im-

prove existing specifications for micro-
nutrient fortified food aid products, based on 
the latest developments in food and nutri-
tion science, and in coordination with other 
international partners; 

‘‘(E) to develop new program guidance to 
facilitate improved matching of products to 
purposes having nutritional intent, in co-
ordination with other international part-
ners; 

‘‘(F) to develop improved guidance for im-
plementing partners on how to address nutri-
tional deficiencies that emerge among re-
cipients for whom food assistance is the sole 
source of diet in emergency programs that 
extend beyond 1 year, in coordination with 
other international partners; and 

‘‘(G) to evaluate, in appropriate settings 
and as necessary, the performance and cost- 
effectiveness of new or modified specialized 
food products and program approaches de-
signed to meet the nutritional needs of the 
most vulnerable groups, such as pregnant 
and lactating mothers, and children under 
the age of 5.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘fiscal 
years 2009 through 2011’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018’’. 
SEC. 3004. MINIMUM LEVELS OF ASSISTANCE. 

Section 204(a) of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1724(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 3005. FOOD AID CONSULTATIVE GROUP. 

(a) MEMBERSHIP.—Section 205(b) of the 
Food for Peace Act (7 U.S.C. 1725(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (6); 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (7) as para-
graph (8); and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(7) representatives from the United States 
agricultural processing sector involved in 
providing agricultural commodities for pro-
grams under this Act; and’’. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—Section 205(d) of the 
Food for Peace Act (7 U.S.C. 1725(d)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking the first sentence and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(1) CONSULTATION IN ADVANCE OF ISSUANCE 
OF IMPLEMENTATION REGULATIONS, HAND-
BOOKS, AND GUIDELINES.—Not later than 45 
days before a proposed regulation, handbook, 
or guideline implementing this title, or a 
proposed significant revision to a regulation, 
handbook, or guideline implementing this 
title, becomes final, the Administrator shall 
provide the proposal to the Group for review 
and comment.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(2) CONSULTATION REGARDING FOOD AID 
QUALITY EFFORTS.—The Administrator shall 
seek input from and consult with the Group 
on the implementation of section 202(h).’’. 

(c) REAUTHORIZATION.—Section 205(f) of the 
Food for Peace Act (7 U.S.C. 1725(f)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 3006. OVERSIGHT, MONITORING, AND EVAL-

UATION. 
(a) REGULATIONS AND GUIDANCE.—Section 

207(c) of the Food for Peace Act (7 U.S.C. 
1726a(c)) is amended— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by inserting 
‘‘AND GUIDANCE’’ after ‘‘REGULATIONS’’; 

(2) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end 
the following new sentence: ‘‘Not later than 
270 days after the date of the enactment of 
the Agricultural Act of 2014, the Adminis-
trator shall issue all regulations and revi-
sions to agency guidance necessary to imple-
ment the amendments made to this title by 
such Act.’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘and guid-
ance’’ after ‘‘develop regulations’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Section 207(f) of the Food for 
Peace Act (7 U.S.C. 1726a(f)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)(F), by striking ‘‘up-
graded’’ and inserting ‘‘maintenance of’’; 

(2) by striking paragraphs (3) and (4); and 
(3) by redesignating paragraphs (5) and (6) 

as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; and 
(4) in paragraph (4) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking 

‘‘$22,000,000’’ and all that follows through the 
period at the end and inserting ‘‘$17,000,000 of 
the funds made available under this title for 
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018, except 
for paragraph (2)(F), for which not more than 
$500,000 shall be made available for each of 
the fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B)(i), by striking 
‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(c) IMPLEMENTATION REPORTS.—Not later 
than 270 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Administrator of the Agency 
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for International Development shall submit 
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry of the Senate and the Commit-
tees on Agriculture and Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives a report de-
scribing— 

(1) the implementation of section 207(c) of 
the Food for Peace Act (7 U.S.C. 1726a(c)); 

(2) the surveys, studies, monitoring, re-
porting, and audit requirements for pro-
grams conducted under title II of such Act (7 
U.S.C. 1721 et seq.) by an eligible organiza-
tion that is a nongovernmental organization 
(as such term is defined in section 402 of such 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1732)); and 

(3) the surveys, studies, monitoring, re-
porting, and audit requirements for such pro-
grams by an eligible organization that is an 
intergovernmental organization, such as the 
World Food Program or other multilateral 
organization. 
SEC. 3007. ASSISTANCE FOR STOCKPILING AND 

RAPID TRANSPORTATION, DELIV-
ERY, AND DISTRIBUTION OF SHELF- 
STABLE PREPACKAGED FOODS. 

Section 208(f) of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1726b(f)) is amended by striking 
‘‘$8,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2001 
through 2012’’ and inserting ‘‘$10,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018’’. 
SEC. 3008. IMPACT ON LOCAL FARMERS AND 

ECONOMY AND REPORT ON USE OF 
FUNDS. 

(a) IMPACT ON LOCAL FARMERS AND ECON-
OMY.—Section 403(b) of the Food for Peace 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1733(b)) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new sentence: ‘‘The 
Secretary or the Administrator, as appro-
priate, shall seek information, as part of the 
regular proposal and submission process, 
from implementing agencies on the potential 
costs and benefits to the local economy of 
sales of agricultural commodities within the 
recipient country.’’. 

(b) REPORT ON USE OF FUNDS.—Section 403 
of the Food for Peace Act (7 U.S.C. 1733) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(m) REPORT ON USE OF FUNDS.— 
‘‘(1) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 

days after the date of the enactment of the 
Agricultural Act of 2014, and annually there-
after, the Administrator shall submit to 
Congress a report that— 

‘‘(A) specifies the amount of funds (includ-
ing funds for administrative costs, indirect 
cost recovery, internal transportation, stor-
age, and handling, and associated distribu-
tion costs) provided to each eligible organi-
zation that received assistance under this 
Act in the previous fiscal year; 

‘‘(B) describes how those funds were used 
by the eligible organization; 

‘‘(C) describes the actual rate of return for 
each commodity made available under this 
Act, including— 

‘‘(i) factors that influenced the rate of re-
turn; and 

‘‘(ii) for the commodity, the costs of bag-
ging or further processing, ocean transpor-
tation, inland transportation in the recipient 
country, storage costs, and any other infor-
mation that the Administrator determines 
to be necessary; and 

‘‘(D) for each instance in which a com-
modity was made available under this Act at 
a rate of return less than 70 percent, de-
scribes the reasons for the rate of return re-
alized. 

‘‘(2) RATE OF RETURN DESCRIBED.—For pur-
poses of applying paragraph (1)(C), the rate 
of return for a commodity shall be equal to 
the proportion that— 

‘‘(A) the proceeds the implementing part-
ners generate through monetization; bears to 

‘‘(B) the cost to the Federal Government to 
procure and ship the commodity to a recipi-
ent country for monetization.’’. 

SEC. 3009. PREPOSITIONING OF AGRICULTURAL 
COMMODITIES. 

Section 407(c)(4) of the Food for Peace Act 
(7 U.S.C. 1736a(c)(4)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 

and 
(B) by striking ‘‘for each such fiscal year 

not more than $10,000,000 of such funds’’ and 
inserting ‘‘for each of fiscal years 2001 
through 2013 not more than $10,000,000 of 
such funds and for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018 not more than $15,000,000 of 
such funds’’; and 

(2) by striking subparagraph (B) and insert-
ing the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(B) ADDITIONAL PREPOSITIONING SITES.— 
The Administrator may establish additional 
sites for prepositioning in foreign countries 
or change the location of current sites for 
prepositioning in foreign countries after con-
ducting, and based on the results of, assess-
ments of need, the availability of appro-
priate technology for long-term storage, fea-
sibility, and cost.’’. 
SEC. 3010. ANNUAL REPORT REGARDING FOOD 

AID PROGRAMS AND ACTIVITIES. 
Section 407(f)(1) of the Food for Peace Act 

(7 U.S.C. 1736a(f)(1)) is amended— 
(1) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘AGRICULTURAL TRADE’’ and inserting ‘‘FOOD 
AID’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by inserting be-
fore the semicolon at the end the following: 
‘‘and the total number of beneficiaries of the 
project and the activities carried out 
through such project’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (B)(iii)— 
(A) in the matter preceding subclause (I), 

by inserting ‘‘, and the total number of bene-
ficiaries in,’’ after ‘‘commodities made avail-
able to’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-
clause (I); 

(C) by inserting ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-
clause (II); and 

(D) by inserting after subclause (II) the fol-
lowing new subclause: 

‘‘(III) the McGovern-Dole International 
Food for Education and Child Nutrition Pro-
gram established by section 3107 of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 1736o–1);’’. 
SEC. 3011. DEADLINE FOR AGREEMENTS TO FI-

NANCE SALES OR TO PROVIDE 
OTHER ASSISTANCE. 

Section 408 of the Food for Peace Act (7 
U.S.C. 1736b) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 3012. MINIMUM LEVEL OF NONEMERGENCY 

FOOD ASSISTANCE. 
Subsection (e) of section 412 of the Food for 

Peace Act (7 U.S.C. 1736f) is amended to read 
as follows: 

‘‘(e) MINIMUM LEVEL OF NONEMERGENCY 
FOOD ASSISTANCE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 
of the amounts made available to carry out 
emergency and nonemergency food assist-
ance programs under title II, not less than 20 
nor more than 30 percent for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018 shall be expended for 
nonemergency food assistance programs 
under title II. 

‘‘(2) MINIMUM LEVEL.—The amount made 
available to carry out nonemergency food as-
sistance programs under title II shall not be 
less than $350,000,000 for any fiscal year.’’. 
SEC. 3013. MICRONUTRIENT FORTIFICATION PRO-

GRAMS. 
(a) ELIMINATION OF OBSOLETE REFERENCE 

TO STUDY.—Section 415(a)(2)(B) of the Food 
for Peace Act (7 U.S.C. 1736g–2(a)(2)(B)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘, using recommenda-
tions’’ and all that follows through ‘‘quality 
enhancements’’. 

(b) EXTENSION.—Section 415(c) of the Food 
for Peace Act (7 U.S.C. 1736g–2(c)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

SEC. 3014. JOHN OGONOWSKI AND DOUG BEREU-
TER FARMER-TO-FARMER PROGRAM. 

(a) FUNDING AND REAUTHORIZATION OF PRO-
GRAM.—Section 501 of the Food for Peace Act 
(7 U.S.C. 1737) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d), in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2013, and not less than the greater 
of $15,000,000 or 0.6 percent of the amounts 
made available for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018,’’; and 

(2) in subsection (e)(1), by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT.—Not 
later than 270 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall submit to Congress a 
report that contains— 

(1) a review of the John Ogonowski and 
Doug Bereuter Farmer-to-Farmer Program 
authorized by section 501 of the Food for 
Peace Act (7 U.S.C. 1737); and 

(2) recommendations relating to actions 
that the Comptroller General determines to 
be necessary to improve the monitoring and 
evaluation of assistance provided under such 
program. 
SEC. 3015. COORDINATION OF FOREIGN ASSIST-

ANCE PROGRAMS REPORT. 
Section 413 of the Food for Peace Act (7 

U.S.C. 1736g) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—To the 

maximum’’ and inserting ‘‘To the max-
imum’’; and 

(2) by striking subsection (b). 
Subtitle B—Agricultural Trade Act of 1978 

SEC. 3101. EXPORT CREDIT GUARANTEE PRO-
GRAM. 

(a) SHORT-TERM CREDIT GUARANTEES.—Sec-
tion 202 of the Agricultural Trade Act of 1978 
(7 U.S.C. 5622) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘3-year’’ 
and inserting ‘‘24-month’’; 

(2) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘country’’ 
and inserting ‘‘obligor’’; 

(3) by striking subsection (i); 
(4) by redesignating subsections (j) and (k) 

as subsections (i) and (j), respectfully; and 
(5) in subsection (j)(2) (as so redesig-

nated)— 
(A) by striking subparagraphs (A) and (B); 
(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (C) 

through (E) as subparagraphs (A) through 
(C), respectfully; 

(C) in subparagraph (B) (as so redesig-
nated), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; 

(D) in subparagraph (C) (as so redesig-
nated)— 

(i) by striking ‘‘, but do not exceed,’’; and 
(ii) by striking the period at the end and 

inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(E) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraph: 
‘‘(D) notwithstanding any other provision 

of this section, administer and carry out 
(only after consulting with the Committee 
on Agriculture of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition and Forestry of the Senate) the pro-
gram pursuant to such terms as may be 
agreed between the parties to address the 
World Trade Organization dispute WTO/ 
DS267 to the extent not superseded by any 
applicable international undertakings on of-
ficially supported export credits to which the 
United States is a party.’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Subsection (b) of section 211 
of the Agricultural Trade Act of 1978 (7 
U.S.C. 5641) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b) EXPORT CREDIT GUARANTEE PRO-
GRAM.—The Commodity Credit Corporation 
shall make available for each fiscal year 
$5,500,000,000 of credit guarantees under sec-
tion 202(a).’’. 
SEC. 3102. FUNDING FOR MARKET ACCESS PRO-

GRAM. 
Section 211(c)(1)(A) of the Agricultural 

Trade Act of 1978 (7 U.S.C. 5641(c)(1)(A)) is 
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amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 3103. FOREIGN MARKET DEVELOPMENT CO-

OPERATOR PROGRAM. 
Section 703(a) of the Agricultural Trade 

Act of 1978 (7 U.S.C. 5723(a)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

Subtitle C—Other Agricultural Trade Laws 
SEC. 3201. FOOD FOR PROGRESS ACT OF 1985. 

(a) EXTENSION.—The Food for Progress Act 
of 1985 (7 U.S.C. 1736o) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (f)(3), by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 

(2) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’; 

(3) in subsection (k), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(4) in subsection (l)(1), by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) REPEAL OF COMPLETED PROJECT.—Sub-
section (f) of the Food for Progress Act of 
1985 (7 U.S.C. 1736o) is amended by striking 
paragraph (6). 
SEC. 3202. BILL EMERSON HUMANITARIAN TRUST 

ACT. 
Section 302 of the Bill Emerson Humani-

tarian Trust Act (7 U.S.C. 1736f–1) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in subsection (b)(2)(B)(i), by striking 
‘‘2012’’ both places it appears and inserting 
‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) in subsection (h), by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
both places it appears and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 3203. PROMOTION OF AGRICULTURAL EX-

PORTS TO EMERGING MARKETS. 
(a) DIRECT CREDITS OR EXPORT CREDIT 

GUARANTEES.—Section 1542(a) of the Food, 
Agriculture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 
1990 (Public Law 101–624; 7 U.S.C. 5622 note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 

(b) DEVELOPMENT OF AGRICULTURAL SYS-
TEMS.—Section 1542(d)(1)(A)(i) of the Food, 
Agriculture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 
1990 (Public Law 101–624; 7 U.S.C. 5622 note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 3204. MCGOVERN-DOLE INTERNATIONAL 

FOOD FOR EDUCATION AND CHILD 
NUTRITION PROGRAM. 

(a) REAUTHORIZATION.—Section 3107(l)(2) of 
the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 1736o–1(l)(2)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—Section 3107(d) 
of the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 1736o–1(d)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘to’’ in the matter preceding para-
graph (1). 
SEC. 3205. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR SPE-

CIALTY CROPS. 
(a) PURPOSE.—Section 3205(b) of the Farm 

Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 5680(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘re-
lated barriers to trade’’ and inserting ‘‘tech-
nical barriers to trade’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Section 3205(e)(2) of the 
Farm Security and Rural Investment Act of 
2002 (7 U.S.C. 5680(e)(2)) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘and’’ at the end of sub-
paragraph (C); and 

(2) by striking subparagraphs (D) and (E) 
and inserting the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(D) $9,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2011 
through 2018.’’. 

(c) U.S. ATLANTIC SPINY DOGFISH STUDY.— 
Not later than 90 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
conduct an economic study on the existing 
market in the United States for U.S. Atlan-
tic Spiny Dogfish. 
SEC. 3206. GLOBAL CROP DIVERSITY TRUST. 

Section 3202(c) of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110–246; 
22 U.S.C. 2220a note) is amended by striking 

‘‘2008 through 2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2014 
through 2018’’. 
SEC. 3207. LOCAL AND REGIONAL FOOD AID PRO-

CUREMENT PROJECTS. 
Section 3206 of the Food, Conservation, and 

Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 1726c) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘(b) STUDY; FIELD-BASED 

PROJECTS.—’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘(2) FIELD-BASED PROJECTS.—’’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(b) FIELD-BASED PROJECTS.—’’; 
(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 

(B) as paragraphs (1) and (2), respectively, 
and indenting appropriately; 

(C) in paragraph (1) (as so redesignated), by 
striking ‘‘subparagraph (B)’’ and inserting 
‘‘paragraph (2)’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (2) (as so redesignated), by 
striking ‘‘subparagraph (A)’’ and inserting 
‘‘paragraph (1)’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (b)(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(b)’’; 

(3) by striking subsections (d), (f), and (g); 
(4) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-

section (d); 
(5) in subsection (d) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) by striking subparagraph (B); and 
(ii) in subparagraph (A)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘(A) APPLICATION.—’’ and all 

that follows through ‘‘To be eligible’’ in 
clause (i) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible’’; 
(II) by redesignating clause (ii) as subpara-

graph (B) and indenting appropriately; and 
(III) in subparagraph (B) (as so redesig-

nated), by striking ‘‘clause (i)’’ and inserting 
‘‘subparagraph (A)’’; and 

(B) by striking paragraph (4); and 
(6) by adding at the end the following new 

subsection: 
‘‘(e) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $80,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘‘(2) PREFERENCE.—In carrying out this sec-
tion, the Secretary may give a preference to 
eligible organizations that have, or are 
working toward, projects under the McGov-
ern-Dole International Food for Education 
and Child Nutrition Program established 
under section 3107 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 1736o– 
1). 

‘‘(3) REPORTING.—Each year, the Secretary 
shall submit to the appropriate committees 
of Congress a report that describes the use of 
funds under this section, including— 

‘‘(A) the impact of procurements and 
projects on— 

‘‘(i) local and regional agricultural pro-
ducers; and 

‘‘(ii) markets and consumers, including 
low-income consumers; and 

‘‘(B) implementation time frames and 
costs.’’. 
SEC. 3208. UNDER SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE 

FOR TRADE AND FOREIGN AGRICUL-
TURAL AFFAIRS. 

(a) DEFINITION OF AGRICULTURE COMMIT-
TEES AND SUBCOMMITTEES.—In this section, 
the term ‘‘agriculture committees and sub-
committees’’ means— 

(1) the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives; 

(2) the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate; and 

(3) the subcommittees on agriculture, rural 
development, food and drug administration, 
and related agencies of the Committees on 
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate. 

(b) PROPOSAL.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the agriculture committees 
and subcommittees, shall propose a reorga-
nization of international trade functions for 
imports and exports of the Department of 
Agriculture. 

(2) CONSIDERATIONS.—In producing the pro-
posal under this section, the Secretary 
shall— 

(A) in recognition of the importance of ag-
ricultural exports to the farm economy and 
the economy as a whole, include a plan for 
the establishment of an Under Secretary of 
Agriculture for Trade and Foreign Agricul-
tural Affairs; 

(B) take into consideration how the Under 
Secretary described in subparagraph (A) 
would serve as a multiagency coordinator of 
sanitary and phytosanitary issues and non-
tariff trade barriers in agriculture with re-
spect to imports and exports of agricultural 
products; and 

(C) take into consideration all implica-
tions of a reorganization described in para-
graph (1) on domestic programs and oper-
ations of the Department of Agriculture. 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act and before 
the reorganization described in paragraph (1) 
can take effect, the Secretary shall submit 
to the agriculture committees and sub-
committees a report that— 

(A) includes the results of the proposal 
under this section; and 

(B) provides a notice of the reorganization 
plan. 

(4) IMPLEMENTATION.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of the submission of the report 
under paragraph (3), the Secretary shall im-
plement a reorganization of international 
trade functions for imports and exports of 
the Department of Agriculture, including the 
establishment of an Under Secretary of Agri-
culture for Trade and Foreign Agricultural 
Affairs. 

(c) CONFIRMATION REQUIRED.—The position 
of Under Secretary of Agriculture for Trade 
and Foreign Agricultural Affairs established 
under subsection (b)(2)(A) shall be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. 

TITLE IV—NUTRITION 
Subtitle A—Supplemental Nutrition 

Assistance Program 
SEC. 4001. PREVENTING PAYMENT OF CASH TO 

RECIPIENTS OF SUPPLEMENTAL NU-
TRITION ASSISTANCE BENEFITS FOR 
THE RETURN OF EMPTY BOTTLES 
AND CANS USED TO CONTAIN FOOD 
PURCHASED WITH BENEFITS PRO-
VIDED UNDER THE PROGRAM. 

Section 3(k)(1) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2012(k)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and hot foods’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘hot foods’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘and 
any deposit fee in excess of the amount of 
the State fee reimbursement (if any) re-
quired to purchase any food or food product 
contained in a returnable bottle or can, re-
gardless of whether the fee is included in the 
shelf price posted for the food or food prod-
uct,’’. 
SEC. 4002. RETAIL FOOD STORES. 

(a) DEFINITION OF RETAIL FOOD STORE.— 
Section 3(p)(1)(A) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2012(p)(1)(A)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘at least 7’’ after ‘‘a vari-
ety of’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘at least 2’’ and inserting 
‘‘at least 3’’. 

(b) ALTERNATIVE BENEFIT DELIVERY.—Sec-
tion 7(f) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 2016(f)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 
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‘‘(2) IMPOSITION OF COSTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subparagraph (B), the Secretary shall require 
participating retail food stores (including 
restaurants participating in a State option 
restaurant program intended to serve the el-
derly, disabled, and homeless) to pay 100 per-
cent of the costs of acquiring, and arrange 
for the implementation of, electronic benefit 
transfer point-of-sale equipment and sup-
plies, including related services. 

‘‘(B) EXEMPTIONS.—The Secretary may ex-
empt from subparagraph (A)— 

‘‘(i) farmers’ markets and other direct-to- 
consumer markets, military commissaries, 
nonprofit food buying cooperatives, and es-
tablishments, organizations, programs, or 
group living arrangements described in para-
graphs (5), (7), and (8) of section 3(k); and 

‘‘(ii) establishments described in para-
graphs (3), (4), and (9) of section 3(k), other 
than restaurants participating in a State op-
tion restaurant program. 

‘‘(C) INTERCHANGE FEES.—Nothing in this 
paragraph permits the charging of fees relat-
ing to the redemption of supplemental nutri-
tion assistance program benefits, in accord-
ance with subsection (h)(13).’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(4) TERMINATION OF MANUAL VOUCHERS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Effective beginning on 

the date of enactment of this paragraph, ex-
cept as provided in subparagraph (B), no 
State shall issue manual vouchers to a 
household that receives supplemental nutri-
tion assistance under this Act or allow retail 
food stores to accept manual vouchers as 
payment, unless the Secretary determines 
that the manual vouchers are necessary, 
such as in the event of an electronic benefit 
transfer system failure or a disaster situa-
tion. 

‘‘(B) EXEMPTIONS.—The Secretary may ex-
empt categories of retail food stores or indi-
vidual retail food stores from subparagraph 
(A) based on criteria established by the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(5) UNIQUE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER RE-
QUIRED.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—To enhance the anti- 
fraud protections of the program, the Sec-
retary shall require all parties providing 
electronic benefit transfer services to pro-
vide for and maintain unique terminal iden-
tification number information through the 
supplemental nutrition assistance program 
electronic benefit transfer transaction rout-
ing system. 

‘‘(B) REGULATIONS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not earlier than 2 years 

after the date of enactment of this para-
graph, the Secretary shall issue proposed 
regulations to carry out this paragraph. 

‘‘(ii) COMMERCIAL PRACTICES.—In issuing 
regulations to carry out this paragraph, the 
Secretary shall consider existing commercial 
practices for other point-of-sale debit trans-
actions.’’. 

(c) ELECTRONIC BENEFIT TRANSFER 
AUDITABILITY.—Section 7(h)(2)(C) of the Food 
and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2016(h)(2)(C)) is amended by striking clause 
(ii) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(ii) unless determined by the Secretary to 
be located in an area with significantly lim-
ited access to food, measures that require an 
electronic benefit transfer system— 

‘‘(I) to set and enforce sales restrictions 
based on benefit transfer payment eligibility 
by using scanning or product lookup entry; 
and 

‘‘(II) to deny benefit tenders for manually 
entered sales of ineligible items.’’. 

(d) ELECTRONIC BENEFIT TRANSFERS.—Sec-
tion 7(h)(3)(B) of the Food and Nutrition Act 
of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2016(h)(3)(B)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘is operational—’’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘(ii) in the case of other par-

ticipating stores,’’ and inserting ‘‘is oper-
ational’’. 

(e) APPROVAL OF RETAIL FOOD STORES AND 
WHOLESALE FOOD CONCERNS.—Section 9 of 
the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2018) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1), in the second sen-
tence, by striking ‘‘; and (C)’’ and inserting 
‘‘; (C) whether the applicant is located in an 
area with significantly limited access to 
food; and (D)’’; 

(2) in subsection (c), in the first sentence, 
by inserting ‘‘purchase invoices, or program- 
related records,’’ after ‘‘relevant income and 
sales tax filing documents,’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(g) EBT SERVICE REQUIREMENT.—An ap-

proved retail food store shall provide ade-
quate EBT service as described in section 
7(h)(3)(B).’’. 
SEC. 4003. ENHANCING SERVICES TO ELDERLY 

AND DISABLED SUPPLEMENTAL NU-
TRITION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 
PARTICIPANTS. 

(a) ENHANCING SERVICES TO ELDERLY AND 
DISABLED PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS.—Section 
3(p) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2012(p)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(5) a governmental or private nonprofit 
food purchasing and delivery service that— 

‘‘(A) purchases food for, and delivers the 
food to, individuals who are— 

‘‘(i) unable to shop for food; and 
‘‘(ii)(I) not less than 60 years of age; or 
‘‘(II) physically or mentally handicapped 

or otherwise disabled; 
‘‘(B) clearly notifies the participating 

household at the time the household places a 
food order— 

‘‘(i) of any delivery fee associated with the 
food purchase and delivery provided to the 
household by the service; and 

‘‘(ii) that a delivery fee cannot be paid 
with benefits provided under supplemental 
nutrition assistance program; and 

‘‘(C) sells food purchased for the household 
at the price paid by the service for the food 
and without any additional cost markup.’’. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.— 
(1) ISSUANCE OF RULES.—The Secretary 

shall issue regulations that— 
(A) establish criteria to identify a food 

purchasing and delivery service referred to 
in section 3(p)(5) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2012(p)(5)); and 

(B) establish procedures to ensure that the 
service— 

(i) does not charge more for a food item 
than the price paid by the service for the 
food item; 

(ii) offers food delivery service at no or low 
cost to households under that Act; 

(iii) ensures that benefits provided under 
the supplemental nutrition assistance pro-
gram are used only to purchase food (as de-
fined in section 3 of that Act (7 U.S.C. 2012)); 

(iv) limits the purchase of food, and the de-
livery of the food, to households eligible to 
receive services described in section 3(p)(5) of 
that Act (7 U.S.C. 2012(p)(5)); 

(v) has established adequate safeguards 
against fraudulent activities, including un-
authorized use of electronic benefit cards 
issued under that Act; and 

(vi) meets such other requirements as the 
Secretary determines to be appropriate. 

(2) LIMITATION.—Before the issuance of 
rules under paragraph (1), the Secretary may 
not approve more than 20 food purchasing 
and delivery services referred to in section 
3(p)(5) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 
(7 U.S.C. 2012(p)(5)) to participate as retail 

food stores under the supplemental nutrition 
assistance program. 
SEC. 4004. FOOD DISTRIBUTION PROGRAM ON IN-

DIAN RESERVATIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4(b)(6)(F) of the 

Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2013(b)(6)(F)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) FEASIBILITY STUDY, REPORT, AND DEM-
ONSTRATION PROJECT FOR INDIAN TRIBES.— 

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
(A) INDIAN; INDIAN TRIBE.—The terms ‘‘In-

dian’’ and ‘‘Indian tribe’’ have the meaning 
given the terms in section 4 of the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist-
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

(B) TRIBAL ORGANIZATION.—The term ‘‘trib-
al organization’’ has the meaning given the 
term in section 4 of the Indian Self-Deter-
mination and Education Assistance Act (25 
U.S.C. 450b). 

(2) STUDY.—The Secretary shall conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of tribal 
administration of Federal food assistance 
programs, services, functions, and activities 
(or portions thereof), in lieu of State agen-
cies or other administrating entities. 

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
that— 

(A) contains a list of programs, services, 
functions, and activities with respect to 
which it would be feasible to be administered 
by a tribal organization; 

(B) a description of whether that adminis-
tration would necessitate a statutory or reg-
ulatory change; and 

(C) such other issues that may be deter-
mined by the Secretary and developed 
through consultation pursuant to paragraph 
(4). 

(4) CONSULTATION WITH INDIAN TRIBES.—In 
developing the report required by paragraph 
(3), the Secretary shall consult with tribal 
organizations. 

(5) FUNDING.—Out of any funds made avail-
able under section 18 for fiscal year 2014, the 
Secretary shall make available to carry out 
the study and report described in paragraphs 
(2) and (3) $1,000,000, to remain available 
until expended. 

(6) TRADITIONAL AND LOCAL FOODS DEM-
ONSTRATION PROJECT.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations, the Secretary shall 
pilot a demonstration project by awarding a 
grant to 1 or more tribal organizations au-
thorized to administer the food distribution 
program on Indian reservations under sec-
tion 4(b) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 2013(b)) for the purpose of pur-
chasing nutritious and traditional foods, and 
when practicable, foods produced locally by 
Indian producers, for distribution to recipi-
ents of foods distributed under that program. 

(B) ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary may 
award a grant on a noncompetitive basis to 
1 or more tribal organizations that have the 
administrative and financial capability to 
conduct a demonstration project, as deter-
mined by the Secretary. 

(C) CONSULTATION, TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE, 
AND TRAINING.—During the implementation 
phase of the demonstration project, the Sec-
retary shall consult with Indian tribes and 
provide outreach to Indian farmers, ranch-
ers, and producers regarding the training and 
capacity to participate in the demonstration 
project. 

(D) FUNDING.— 
(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $2,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
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(ii) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER AUTHORITIES.— 

The funds and authorities provided under 
this subparagraph are in addition to any 
other funds or authorities the Secretary may 
have to carry out activities described in this 
paragraph. 
SEC. 4005. EXCLUSION OF MEDICAL MARIJUANA 

FROM EXCESS MEDICAL EXPENSE 
DEDUCTION. 

Section 5(e)(5) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2014(e)(5)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(C) EXCLUSION OF MEDICAL MARIJUANA.— 
The Secretary shall promulgate rules to en-
sure that medical marijuana is not treated 
as a medical expense for purposes of this 
paragraph.’’. 
SEC. 4006. STANDARD UTILITY ALLOWANCES 

BASED ON THE RECEIPT OF ENERGY 
ASSISTANCE PAYMENTS. 

(a) STANDARD UTILITY ALLOWANCES IN THE 
SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION ASSISTANCE PRO-
GRAM.—Section 5(e)(6)(C) of the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2014(e)(6)(C)) is 
amended— 

(1) in clause (i), by inserting ‘‘, subject to 
clause (iv)’’ after ‘‘Secretary’’; and 

(2) in clause (iv), by striking subclause (I) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subclause (II), 
if a State agency elects to use a standard 
utility allowance that reflects heating and 
cooling costs, the standard utility allowance 
shall be made available to households that 
received a payment, or on behalf of which a 
payment was made, under the Low-Income 
Home Energy Assistance Act of 1981 (42 
U.S.C. 8621 et seq.) or other similar energy 
assistance program, if in the current month 
or in the immediately preceding 12 months, 
the household either received such a pay-
ment, or such a payment was made on behalf 
of the household, that was greater than $20 
annually, as determined by the Secretary.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
2605(f)(2)(A) of the Low-Income Home Energy 
Assistance Act of 1981 (42 U.S.C. 8624(f)(2)(A)) 
is amended by inserting before the semicolon 
the following: ‘‘, except that, for purposes of 
the supplemental nutrition assistance pro-
gram established under the Food and Nutri-
tion Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.), such 
payments or allowances were greater than 
$20 annually, consistent with section 
5(e)(6)(C)(iv)(I) of that Act (7 U.S.C. 
2014(e)(6)(C)(iv)(I)), as determined by the Sec-
retary of Agriculture’’. 

(c) APPLICATION AND IMPLEMENTATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), this section and the amend-
ments made by this section shall— 

(A) take effect 30 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act; and 

(B) apply with respect to certification peri-
ods that begin after that date. 

(2) STATE OPTION TO DELAY IMPLEMENTATION 
FOR CURRENT RECIPIENTS.—A State may, at 
the option of the State, implement a policy 
that eliminates or reduces the effect of the 
amendments made by this section on house-
holds that received a standard utility allow-
ance as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
for not more than a 5-month period begin-
ning on the date on which the amendments 
would otherwise apply to the respective 
household. 
SEC. 4007. ELIGIBILITY DISQUALIFICATIONS. 

Section 6(e)(3)(B) of the Food and Nutri-
tion Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2015(e)(3)(B)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘section;’’ and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘section, subject to the condition that the 
course or program of study— 

‘‘(i) is part of a program of career and tech-
nical education (as defined in section 3 of the 
Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical Edu-
cation Act of 2006 (20 U.S.C. 2302)) that may 

be completed in not more than 4 years at an 
institution of higher education (as defined in 
section 102 of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002)); or 

‘‘(ii) is limited to remedial courses, basic 
adult education, literacy, or English as a 
second language;’’. 
SEC. 4008. ELIGIBILITY DISQUALIFICATIONS FOR 

CERTAIN CONVICTED FELONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6 of the Food and 

Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2015) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(r) DISQUALIFICATION FOR CERTAIN CON-
VICTED FELONS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—An individual shall not 
be eligible for benefits under this Act if— 

‘‘(A) the individual is convicted of— 
‘‘(i) aggravated sexual abuse under section 

2241 of title 18, United States Code; 
‘‘(ii) murder under section 1111 of title 18, 

United States Code; 
‘‘(iii) an offense under chapter 110 of title 

18, United States Code; 
‘‘(iv) a Federal or State offense involving 

sexual assault, as defined in 40002(a) of the 
Violence Against Women Act of 1994 (42 
U.S.C. 13925(a)); or 

‘‘(v) an offense under State law determined 
by the Attorney General to be substantially 
similar to an offense described in clause (i), 
(ii), or (iii); and 

‘‘(B) the individual is not in compliance 
with the terms of the sentence of the indi-
vidual or the restrictions under subsection 
(k). 

‘‘(2) EFFECTS ON ASSISTANCE AND BENEFITS 
FOR OTHERS.—The amount of benefits other-
wise required to be provided to an eligible 
household under this Act shall be determined 
by considering the individual to whom para-
graph (1) applies not to be a member of the 
household, except that the income and re-
sources of the individual shall be considered 
to be income and resources of the household. 

‘‘(3) ENFORCEMENT.—Each State shall re-
quire each individual applying for benefits 
under this Act to attest to whether the indi-
vidual, or any member of the household of 
the individual, has been convicted of a crime 
described in paragraph (1).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 5(a) 
of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2014(a)) is amended in the second sen-
tence by striking ‘‘sections 6(b), 6(d)(2), and 
6(g)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections (b), (d)(2), 
(g), and (r) of section 6’’. 

(c) INAPPLICABILITY TO CONVICTIONS OCCUR-
RING ON OR BEFORE ENACTMENT.—The amend-
ments made by this section shall not apply 
to a conviction if the conviction is for con-
duct occurring on or before the date of en-
actment of this Act. 
SEC. 4009. ENDING SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION 

ASSISTANCE PROGRAM BENEFITS 
FOR LOTTERY OR GAMBLING WIN-
NERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6 of the Food and 
Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2015) (as 
amended by section 4008) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(s) INELIGIBILITY FOR BENEFITS DUE TO RE-
CEIPT OF SUBSTANTIAL LOTTERY OR GAMBLING 
WINNINGS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Any household in which 
a member receives substantial lottery or 
gambling winnings, as determined by the 
Secretary, shall lose eligibility for benefits 
immediately upon receipt of the winnings. 

‘‘(2) DURATION OF INELIGIBILITY.—A house-
hold described in paragraph (1) shall remain 
ineligible for participation until the house-
hold meets the allowable financial resources 
and income eligibility requirements under 
subsections (c), (d), (e), (f), (g), (i), (k), (l), 
(m), and (n) of section 5. 

‘‘(3) AGREEMENTS.—As determined by the 
Secretary, each State agency, to the max-
imum extent practicable, shall establish 

agreements with entities responsible for the 
regulation or sponsorship of gaming in the 
State to determine whether individuals par-
ticipating in the supplemental nutrition as-
sistance program have received substantial 
lottery or gambling winnings.’’. 
SEC. 4010. IMPROVING SECURITY OF FOOD AS-

SISTANCE. 
Section 7(h)(8) of the Food and Nutrition 

Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2016(h)(8)) is amended— 
(1) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘CARD FEE’’ and inserting ‘‘OF CARDS’’; 
(2) by striking ‘‘A State’’ and inserting the 

following: 
‘‘(A) FEES.—A State’’; and 
(3) by adding after subparagraph (A) (as so 

designated) the following: 
‘‘(B) PURPOSEFUL LOSS OF CARDS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to terms and 

conditions established by the Secretary in 
accordance with clause (ii), if a household 
makes excessive requests for replacement of 
the electronic benefit transfer card of the 
household, the Secretary may require a 
State agency to decline to issue a replace-
ment card to the household unless the house-
hold, upon request of the State agency, pro-
vides an explanation for the loss of the card. 

‘‘(ii) REQUIREMENTS.—The terms and condi-
tions established by the Secretary shall pro-
vide that— 

‘‘(I) the household be given the oppor-
tunity to provide the requested explanation 
and meet the requirements under this para-
graph promptly; 

‘‘(II) after an excessive number of lost 
cards, the head of the household shall be re-
quired to review program rights and respon-
sibilities with State agency personnel au-
thorized to make determinations under sec-
tion 5(a); and 

‘‘(III) any action taken, including actions 
required under section 6(b)(2), other than the 
withholding of the electronic benefit trans-
fer card until an explanation described in 
subclause (I) is provided, shall be consistent 
with the due process protections under sec-
tion 6(b) or 11(e)(10), as appropriate. 

‘‘(C) PROTECTING VULNERABLE PERSONS.—In 
implementing this paragraph, a State agency 
shall act to protect homeless persons, per-
sons with disabilities, victims of crimes, and 
other vulnerable persons who lose electronic 
benefit transfer cards but are not inten-
tionally committing fraud. 

‘‘(D) EFFECT ON ELIGIBILITY.—While a State 
may decline to issue an electronic benefits 
transfer card until a household satisfies the 
requirements under this paragraph, nothing 
in this paragraph shall be considered a denial 
of, or limitation on, the eligibility for bene-
fits under section 5.’’. 
SEC. 4011. TECHNOLOGY MODERNIZATION FOR 

RETAIL FOOD STORES. 
(a) MOBILE TECHNOLOGIES.—Section 7(h) of 

the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2016(h)) (as amended by section 4030(e)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(14) MOBILE TECHNOLOGIES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), the Secretary shall approve retail food 
stores to redeem benefits through electronic 
means other than wired point of sale devices 
for electronic benefit transfer transactions, 
if the retail food stores— 

‘‘(i) establish recipient protections regard-
ing privacy, ease of use, access, and support 
similar to the protections provided for trans-
actions made in retail food stores; 

‘‘(ii) bear the costs of obtaining, installing, 
and maintaining mobile technologies, in-
cluding mechanisms needed to process EBT 
cards and transaction fees; 

‘‘(iii) demonstrate the foods purchased 
with benefits issued under this section 
through mobile technologies are purchased 
at a price not higher than the price of the 
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same food purchased by other methods used 
by the retail food store, as determined by the 
Secretary; 

‘‘(iv) provide adequate documentation for 
each authorized transaction, as determined 
by the Secretary; and 

‘‘(v) meet other criteria as established by 
the Secretary. 

‘‘(B) DEMONSTRATION PROJECT ON ACCEPT-
ANCE OF BENEFITS OF MOBILE TRANSACTIONS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Before authorizing im-
plementation of subparagraph (A) in all 
States, the Secretary shall pilot the use of 
mobile technologies determined by the Sec-
retary to be appropriate to test the feasi-
bility and implications for program integ-
rity, by allowing retail food stores to accept 
benefits from recipients of supplemental nu-
trition assistance through mobile trans-
actions. 

‘‘(ii) DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS.—To be eli-
gible to participate in a demonstration 
project under clause (i), a retail food store 
shall submit to the Secretary for approval a 
plan that includes— 

‘‘(I) a description of the technology; 
‘‘(II) the manner by which the retail food 

store will provide proof of the transaction to 
households; 

‘‘(III) the provision of data to the Sec-
retary, consistent with requirements estab-
lished by the Secretary, in a manner that al-
lows the Secretary to evaluate the impact of 
the demonstration on participant access, 
ease of use, and program integrity; and 

‘‘(IV) such other criteria as the Secretary 
may require. 

‘‘(iii) DATE OF COMPLETION.—The dem-
onstration projects under this subparagraph 
shall be completed and final reports sub-
mitted to the Secretary by not later than 
July 1, 2016. 

‘‘(C) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(i) by not later than January 1, 2017, au-
thorize implementation of subparagraph (A) 
in all States, unless the Secretary makes a 
finding, based on the data provided under 
subparagraph (B), that implementation in all 
States is not in the best interest of the sup-
plemental nutrition assistance program; and 

‘‘(ii) if the determination made in clause 
(i) is not to implement subparagraph (A) in 
all States, submit a report to the Committee 
on Agriculture of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry of the Senate that in-
cludes the basis of the finding.’’. 

(b) ACCEPTANCE OF BENEFITS THROUGH ON- 
LINE TRANSACTIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 7 of the Food and 
Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2016) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(k) OPTION TO ACCEPT PROGRAM BENEFITS 
THROUGH ON-LINE TRANSACTIONS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (4), 
the Secretary shall approve retail food stores 
to accept benefits from recipients of supple-
mental nutrition assistance through on-line 
transactions. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS TO ACCEPT BENEFITS.—A 
retail food store seeking to accept benefits 
from recipients of supplemental nutrition as-
sistance through on-line transactions shall— 

‘‘(A) establish recipient protections regard-
ing privacy, ease of use, access, and support 
similar to the protections provided for trans-
actions made in retail food stores; 

‘‘(B) ensure benefits are not used to pay de-
livery, ordering, convenience, or other fees 
or charges; 

‘‘(C) clearly notify participating house-
holds at the time a food order is placed— 

‘‘(i) of any delivery, ordering, convenience, 
or other fee or charge associated with the 
food purchase; and 

‘‘(ii) that any such fee cannot be paid with 
benefits provided under this Act; 

‘‘(D) ensure the security of on-line trans-
actions by using the most effective tech-
nology available that the Secretary con-
siders appropriate and cost-effective and 
that is comparable to the security of trans-
actions at retail food stores; and 

‘‘(E) meet other criteria as established by 
the Secretary. 

‘‘(3) STATE AGENCY ACTION.—Each State 
agency shall ensure that recipients of supple-
mental nutrition assistance can use benefits 
on-line as described in this subsection as ap-
propriate. 

‘‘(4) DEMONSTRATION PROJECT ON ACCEPT-
ANCE OF BENEFITS THROUGH ON-LINE TRANS-
ACTIONS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Before the Secretary au-
thorizes implementation of paragraph (1) in 
all States, the Secretary shall carry out a 
number of demonstration projects as deter-
mined by the Secretary to test the feasi-
bility of allowing retail food stores to accept 
benefits through on-line transactions. 

‘‘(B) DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS.—To be eli-
gible to participate in a demonstration 
project under subparagraph (A), a retail food 
store shall submit to the Secretary for ap-
proval a plan that includes— 

‘‘(i) a method of ensuring that benefits 
may be used to purchase only eligible items 
under this Act; 

‘‘(ii) a description of the method of edu-
cating participant households about the 
availability and operation of on-line pur-
chasing; 

‘‘(iii) adequate testing of the on-line pur-
chasing option prior to implementation; 

‘‘(iv) the provision of data as requested by 
the Secretary for purposes of analyzing the 
impact of the project on participant access, 
ease of use, and program integrity; 

‘‘(v) reports on progress, challenges, and 
results, as determined by the Secretary; and 

‘‘(vi) such other criteria, including secu-
rity criteria, as established by the Secretary. 

‘‘(C) DATE OF COMPLETION.—The demonstra-
tion projects under this paragraph shall be 
completed and final reports submitted to the 
Secretary by not later than July 1, 2016. 

‘‘(5) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(A) by not later than January 1, 2017, au-
thorize implementation of paragraph (1) in 
all States, unless the Secretary makes a 
finding, based on the data provided under 
paragraph (4), that implementation in all 
States is not in the best interest of the sup-
plemental nutrition assistance program; and 

‘‘(B) if the determination made in subpara-
graph (A) is not to implement in all States, 
submit a report to the Committee on Agri-
culture of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry of the Senate that includes the 
basis of the finding.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 7(b) of the Food and Nutrition 

Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2016(b)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘purchase food in retail food stores’’ 
and inserting ‘‘purchase food from retail food 
stores’’. 

(B) Section 10 of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2019) is amended in the 
first sentence by inserting ‘‘retail food stores 
authorized to accept and redeem benefits 
through on-line transactions shall be author-
ized to accept benefits prior to the delivery 
of food if the delivery occurs within a rea-
sonable time of the purchase, as determined 
by the Secretary,’’ after ‘‘food so pur-
chased,’’. 

(c) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion or an amendment made by this section 
alters any requirements of the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.) un-
less specifically authorized in this section or 
an amendment made by this section. 

SEC. 4012. USE OF BENEFITS FOR PURCHASE OF 
COMMUNITY-SUPPORTED AGRI-
CULTURE SHARE. 

Subsection (o)(4) of section 3 of the Food 
and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2012) (as 
redesignated by section 4030(a)(4)) is amend-
ed by inserting ‘‘, or agricultural producers 
who market agricultural products directly to 
consumers’’ after ‘‘such food’’. 
SEC. 4013. IMPROVED WAGE VERIFICATION 

USING THE NATIONAL DIRECTORY 
OF NEW HIRES. 

Section 11(e) of the Food and Nutrition Act 
of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2020(e)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘and after 
compliance with the requirement specified in 
paragraph (24)’’ after ‘‘section 16(e) of this 
Act’’; 

(2) in paragraph (22), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(3) in paragraph (23)(C), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(24) that the State agency shall request 

wage data directly from the National Direc-
tory of New Hires established under section 
453(i) of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
653(i)) relevant to determining eligibility to 
receive supplemental nutrition assistance 
program benefits and determining the cor-
rect amount of those benefits at the time of 
certification.’’. 
SEC. 4014. RESTAURANT MEALS PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 11(e) of the Food 
and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2020(e)) (as 
amended by section 4013) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (23)(C), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(2) in paragraph (24), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(25) if the State elects to carry out a pro-

gram to contract with private establish-
ments to offer meals at concessional prices, 
as described in paragraphs (3), (4), and (9) of 
section 3(k)— 

‘‘(A) the plans of the State agency for oper-
ating the program, including— 

‘‘(i) documentation of a need that eligible 
homeless, elderly, and disabled clients are 
underserved in a particular geographic area; 

‘‘(ii) the manner by which the State agen-
cy will limit participation to only those pri-
vate establishments that the State deter-
mines necessary to meet the need identified 
in clause (i); and 

‘‘(iii) any other conditions the Secretary 
may prescribe, such as the level of security 
necessary to ensure that only eligible recipi-
ents participate in the program; and 

‘‘(B) a report by the State agency to the 
Secretary annually, the schedule of which 
shall be established by the Secretary, that 
includes— 

‘‘(i) the number of households and indi-
vidual recipients authorized to participate in 
the program, including any information on 
whether the individual recipient is elderly, 
disabled, or homeless; and 

‘‘(ii) an assessment of whether the program 
is meeting an established need, as docu-
mented under subparagraph (A)(i).’’. 

(b) APPROVAL OF RETAIL FOOD STORES AND 
WHOLESALE FOOD CONCERNS.—Section 9 of 
the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2018) (as amended by section 4002(d)(2)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(h) PRIVATE ESTABLISHMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

no private establishment that contracts with 
a State agency to offer meals at concessional 
prices as described in paragraphs (3), (4), and 
(9) of section 3(k) may be authorized to ac-
cept and redeem benefits unless the Sec-
retary determines that the participation of 
the private establishment is required to 
meet a documented need in accordance with 
section 11(e)(25). 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:39 Jan 28, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00057 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A27JA7.003 H27JAPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

3T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1310 January 27, 2014 
‘‘(2) EXISTING CONTRACTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If, on the day before the 

date of enactment of this subsection, a State 
has entered into a contract with a private es-
tablishment described in paragraph (1) and 
the Secretary has not determined that the 
participation of the private establishment is 
necessary to meet a documented need in ac-
cordance with section 11(e)(25), the Secretary 
shall allow the operation of the private es-
tablishment to continue without that deter-
mination of need for a period not to exceed 
180 days from the date on which the Sec-
retary establishes determination criteria, by 
regulation, under section 11(e)(25). 

‘‘(B) JUSTIFICATION.—If the Secretary de-
termines to terminate a contract with a pri-
vate establishment that is in effect on the 
date of enactment of this subsection, the 
Secretary shall provide justification to the 
State in which the private establishment is 
located for that termination. 

‘‘(3) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
90 days after September 30, 2014, and 90 days 
after the last day of each fiscal year there-
after, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen-
ate a report on the effectiveness of a pro-
gram under this subsection using any infor-
mation received from States under section 
11(e)(25) as well as any other information the 
Secretary may have relating to the manner 
in which benefits are used.’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
3(k) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2012(k)) is amended by inserting ‘‘sub-
ject to section 9(h)’’ after ‘‘concessional 
prices’’ each place it appears. 
SEC. 4015. MANDATING STATE IMMIGRATION 

VERIFICATION. 
Section 11 of the Food and Nutrition Act of 

2008 (7 U.S.C. 2020) is amended by striking 
subsection (p) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(p) STATE VERIFICATION OPTION.—In car-
rying out the supplemental nutrition assist-
ance program, a State agency shall be re-
quired to use an immigration status 
verification system established under sec-
tion 1137 of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 1320b–7), and an income and eligibility 
verification system, in accordance with 
standards set by the Secretary.’’. 
SEC. 4016. DATA EXCHANGE STANDARDIZATION 

FOR IMPROVED INTEROPERABILITY. 
(a) DATA EXCHANGE STANDARDIZATION.— 

Section 11 of the Food and Nutrition Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 2020) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(v) DATA EXCHANGE STANDARDS FOR IM-
PROVED INTEROPERABILITY.— 

‘‘(1) DESIGNATION.—The Secretary shall, in 
consultation with an interagency work 
group established by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, and considering State gov-
ernment perspectives, designate data ex-
change standards to govern, under this Act— 

‘‘(A) necessary categories of information 
that State agencies operating related pro-
grams are required under applicable law to 
electronically exchange with another State 
agency; and 

‘‘(B) Federal reporting and data exchange 
required under applicable law. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The data exchange 
standards required by paragraph (1) shall, to 
the maximum extent practicable— 

‘‘(A) incorporate a widely accepted, non-
proprietary, searchable, computer-readable 
format, such as the eXtensible Markup Lan-
guage; 

‘‘(B) contain interoperable standards devel-
oped and maintained by intergovernmental 
partnerships, such as the National Informa-
tion Exchange Model; 

‘‘(C) incorporate interoperable standards 
developed and maintained by Federal enti-

ties with authority over contracting and fi-
nancial assistance; 

‘‘(D) be consistent with and implement ap-
plicable accounting principles; 

‘‘(E) be implemented in a manner that is 
cost-effective and improves program effi-
ciency and effectiveness; and 

‘‘(F) be capable of being continually up-
graded as necessary. 

‘‘(3) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection requires a change to existing 
data exchange standards for Federal report-
ing found to be effective and efficient.’’. 

(b) APPLICATION DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall issue a proposed rule to 
carry out the amendments made by this sec-
tion. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The rule shall— 
(A) identify federally required data ex-

changes; 
(B) include specification and timing of ex-

changes to be standardized; 
(C) address the factors used in determining 

whether and when to standardize data ex-
changes; 

(D) specify State implementation options; 
and 

(E) describe future milestones. 
SEC. 4017. PILOT PROJECTS TO IMPROVE FED-

ERAL-STATE COOPERATION IN IDEN-
TIFYING AND REDUCING FRAUD IN 
THE SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION AS-
SISTANCE PROGRAM. 

Section 12 of the Food and Nutrition Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 2021) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(i) PILOT PROJECTS TO IMPROVE FEDERAL- 
STATE COOPERATION IN IDENTIFYING AND RE-
DUCING FRAUD IN THE SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRI-
TION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(1) PILOT PROJECTS REQUIRED.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

carry out, under such terms and conditions 
as are determined by the Secretary, pilot 
projects to test innovative Federal-State 
partnerships to identify, investigate, and re-
duce fraud by retail food stores and whole-
sale food concerns in the supplemental nutri-
tion assistance program, including allowing 
States to operate programs to investigate 
that fraud. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENT.—At least 1 pilot 
project described in subparagraph (A) shall 
be carried out in an urban area that is 
among the 10 largest urban areas in the 
United States (based on population), if— 

‘‘(i) the supplemental nutrition assistance 
program is separately administered in the 
area; and 

‘‘(ii) if the administration of the supple-
mental nutrition assistance program in the 
area complies with the other applicable re-
quirements of the program. 

‘‘(2) SELECTION CRITERIA.—Pilot projects 
shall be selected based on criteria the Sec-
retary establishes, which shall include— 

‘‘(A) enhancing existing efforts by the Sec-
retary to reduce fraud described in para-
graph (1)(A); 

‘‘(B) requiring participant States to main-
tain the overall level of effort of the States 
at addressing recipient fraud, as determined 
by the Secretary, prior to participation in 
the pilot project; 

‘‘(C) collaborating with other law enforce-
ment authorities as necessary to carry out 
an effective pilot project; 

‘‘(D) commitment of the participant State 
agency to follow Federal rules and proce-
dures with respect to investigations de-
scribed in paragraph (1)(A); and 

‘‘(E) the extent to which a State has com-
mitted resources to recipient fraud and the 
relative success of those efforts. 

‘‘(3) EVALUATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

evaluate the pilot projects selected under 

this subsection to measure the impact of the 
pilot projects. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The evaluation shall 
include— 

‘‘(i) the impact of each pilot project on in-
creasing the capacity of the Secretary to ad-
dress fraud described in paragraph (1)(A); 

‘‘(ii) the effectiveness of the pilot projects 
in identifying, preventing and reducing fraud 
described in paragraph (1)(A); and 

‘‘(iii) the cost effectiveness of the pilot 
projects. 

‘‘(4) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
September 30, 2017, the Secretary shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of 
the Senate, a report that includes a descrip-
tion of the results of each pilot project, in-
cluding— 

‘‘(A) an evaluation of the impact of the 
pilot project on fraud described in paragraph 
(1)(A); and 

‘‘(B) the costs associated with the pilot 
project. 

‘‘(5) FUNDING.—Any costs incurred by a 
State to operate pilot projects under this 
subsection that are in excess of the amount 
expended under this Act to identify, inves-
tigate, and reduce fraud described in para-
graph (1)(A) in the respective State in the 
previous fiscal year shall not be eligible for 
Federal reimbursement under this Act.’’. 
SEC. 4018. PROHIBITING GOVERNMENT-SPON-

SORED RECRUITMENT ACTIVITIES. 
(a) ADMINISTRATIVE COST-SHARING AND 

QUALITY CONTROL.—Section 16(a)(4) of the 
Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2025(a)(4)) is amended by inserting after ‘‘re-
cruitment activities’’ the following: ‘‘de-
signed to persuade an individual to apply for 
program benefits or that promote the pro-
gram through television, radio, or billboard 
advertisements’’. 

(b) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS AUTHOR-
IZED TO BE APPROPRIATED UNDER ACT.—Sec-
tion 18 of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 
(7 U.S.C. 2027) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(g) BAN ON RECRUITMENT AND PROMOTION 
ACTIVITIES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), no funds authorized to be ap-
propriated under this Act shall be used by 
the Secretary for— 

‘‘(A) recruitment activities designed to 
persuade an individual to apply for supple-
mental nutrition assistance program bene-
fits; 

‘‘(B) television, radio, or billboard adver-
tisements that are designed to promote sup-
plemental nutrition assistance program ben-
efits and enrollment; or 

‘‘(C) any agreements with foreign govern-
ments designed to promote supplemental nu-
trition assistance program benefits and en-
rollment. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—Paragraph (1)(B) shall 
not apply to programmatic activities under-
taken with respect to benefits made under 
section 5(h).’’. 

(c) BAN ON RECRUITMENT ACTIVITIES BY EN-
TITIES THAT RECEIVE FUNDS.—Section 18 of 
the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2027) (as amended by subsection (b)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(h) BAN ON RECRUITMENT BY ENTITIES 
THAT RECEIVE FUNDS.—The Secretary shall 
issue regulations that prohibit entities that 
receive funds under this Act to compensate 
any person for conducting outreach activi-
ties relating to participation in, or for re-
cruiting individuals to apply to receive bene-
fits under, the supplemental nutrition assist-
ance program, if the amount of the com-
pensation would be based on the number of 
individuals who apply to receive the bene-
fits.’’. 
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SEC. 4019. TOLERANCE LEVEL FOR EXCLUDING 

SMALL ERRORS. 
Section 16(c)(1)(A) of the Food and Nutri-

tion Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2025(c)(1)(A)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘In carrying’’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In carrying’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(ii) TOLERANCE LEVEL FOR EXCLUDING 

SMALL ERRORS.—The Secretary shall set the 
tolerance level for excluding small errors for 
the purposes of this subsection— 

‘‘(I) for fiscal year 2014, at an amount not 
greater than $37; and 

‘‘(II) for each fiscal year thereafter, the 
amount specified in subclause (I) adjusted by 
the percentage by which the thrifty food 
plan is adjusted under section 3(u)(4) between 
June 30, 2013, and June 30 of the immediately 
preceding fiscal year.’’. 
SEC. 4020. QUALITY CONTROL STANDARDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 16(c)(1)(D)(i) of 
the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2025(c)(1)(D)(i)) is amended by striking sub-
clause (I). 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 13(a)(1) of the Food and Nutri-

tion Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2022(a)(1)) is amend-
ed in the first sentence by striking ‘‘section 
16(c)(1)(D)(i)(III)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
16(c)(1)(D)(i)(II)’’. 

(2) Section 16(c)(1) of the Food and Nutri-
tion Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2025(c)(1)) is amend-
ed— 

(A) in subparagraph (D)— 
(i) in clause (i)— 
(I) by redesignating subclauses (II) through 

(IV) as subclauses (I) through (III), respec-
tively; and 

(II) in subclause (III) (as so redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘through (III)’’ and inserting 
‘‘and (II)’’; and 

(ii) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘waiver 
amount or’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (E)(i), by striking 
‘‘(D)(i)(III)’’ and inserting ‘‘(D)(i)(II)’’; and 

(C) in subparagraph (F), by striking 
‘‘(D)(i)(II)’’ each place it appears and insert-
ing ‘‘(D)(i)(I)’’. 
SEC. 4021. PERFORMANCE BONUS PAYMENTS. 

Section 16(d) of the Food and Nutrition Act 
of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2025(d)) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘‘(5) USE OF PERFORMANCE BONUS PAY-
MENTS.—A State agency may use a perform-
ance bonus payment received under this sub-
section only to carry out the program estab-
lished under this Act, including investments 
in— 

‘‘(A) technology; 
‘‘(B) improvements in administration and 

distribution; and 
‘‘(C) actions to prevent fraud, waste, and 

abuse.’’. 
SEC. 4022. PILOT PROJECTS TO REDUCE DEPEND-

ENCY AND INCREASE WORK RE-
QUIREMENTS AND WORK EFFORT 
UNDER SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION 
ASSISTANCE PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 16(h) of the Food 
and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2025(h)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘15 months’’ and inserting 

‘‘24 months’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘, except that for fiscal 

year 2013 and fiscal year 2014, the amount 
shall be $79,000,000’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (C)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘If a State’’ and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—If a State’’; and 
(ii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(ii) TIMING.—The Secretary shall collect 

such information as the Secretary deter-
mines to be necessary about the expendi-

tures and anticipated expenditures by the 
State agencies of the funds initially allo-
cated to the State agencies under subpara-
graph (A) to make reallocations of unex-
pended funds under clause (i) within a time-
frame that allows each State agency to 
which funds are reallocated at least 270 days 
to expend the reallocated funds. 

‘‘(iii) OPPORTUNITY.—The Secretary shall 
ensure that all State agencies have an oppor-
tunity to obtain reallocated funds.’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) PILOT PROJECTS TO REDUCE DEPEND-

ENCY AND INCREASE WORK REQUIREMENTS AND 
WORK EFFORT UNDER SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRI-
TION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(i) PILOT PROJECTS REQUIRED.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

carry out pilot projects under which State 
agencies shall enter into cooperative agree-
ments with the Secretary to develop and test 
methods, including operating work programs 
with certain features comparable to the pro-
gram of block grants to States for temporary 
assistance for needy families established 
under part A of title IV of the Social Secu-
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), for employ-
ment and training programs and services to 
raise the number of work registrants under 
section 6(d) of this Act who obtain unsub-
sidized employment, increase the earned in-
come of the registrants, and reduce the reli-
ance of the registrants on public assistance, 
so as to reduce the need for supplemental nu-
trition assistance benefits. 

‘‘(II) REQUIREMENTS.—Pilot projects shall— 
‘‘(aa) meet such terms and conditions as 

the Secretary considers to be appropriate; 
and 

‘‘(bb) except as otherwise provided in this 
subparagraph, be in accordance with the re-
quirements of sections 6(d) and 20. 

‘‘(ii) SELECTION CRITERIA.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall se-

lect pilot projects under this subparagraph 
in accordance with the criteria established 
under this clause and additional criteria es-
tablished by the Secretary. 

‘‘(II) QUALIFYING CRITERIA.—To be eligible 
to participate in a pilot project, a State 
agency shall— 

‘‘(aa) agree to participate in the evaluation 
described in clause (vii), including providing 
evidence that the State has a robust data 
collection system for program administra-
tion and cooperating to make available 
State data on the employment activities and 
post-participation employment, earnings, 
and public benefit receipt of participants to 
ensure proper and timely evaluation; 

‘‘(bb) commit to collaborate with the State 
workforce board and other job training pro-
grams in the State and local area; and 

‘‘(cc) commit to maintain at least the 
amount of State funding for employment and 
training programs and services under para-
graphs (2) and (3) and under section 20 as the 
State expended for fiscal year 2013. 

‘‘(III) SELECTION CRITERIA.—In selecting 
pilot projects, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(aa) consider the degree to which the 
pilot project would enhance existing employ-
ment and training programs in the State; 

‘‘(bb) consider the degree to which the 
pilot project would enhance the employment 
and earnings of program participants; 

‘‘(cc) consider whether there is evidence 
that the pilot project could be replicated 
easily by other States or political subdivi-
sions; 

‘‘(dd) consider whether the State agency 
has a demonstrated capacity to operate high 
quality employment and training programs; 
and 

‘‘(ee) ensure the pilot projects, when con-
sidered as a group, test a range of strategies, 
including strategies that— 

‘‘(AA) target individuals with low skills or 
limited work experience, individuals subject 
to the requirements under section 6(o), and 
individuals who are working; 

‘‘(BB) are located in a range of geographic 
areas and States, including rural and urban 
areas; 

‘‘(CC) emphasize education and training, 
rehabilitative services for individuals with 
barriers to employment, rapid attachment to 
employment, and mixed strategies; and 

‘‘(DD) test programs that assign work reg-
istrants to mandatory and voluntary partici-
pation in employment and training activi-
ties. 

‘‘(iii) ACCOUNTABILITY .— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish and implement a process to termi-
nate a pilot project for which the State has 
failed to meet the criteria described in 
clause (ii) or other criteria established by 
the Secretary. 

‘‘(II) TIMING.—The process shall include a 
reasonable time period, not to exceed 180 
days, for State agencies found noncompliant 
to correct the noncompliance. 

‘‘(iv) EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING ACTIVI-
TIES.—Allowable programs and services car-
ried out under this subparagraph shall in-
clude those programs and services authorized 
under this Act and employment and training 
activities authorized under the program of 
block grants to States for temporary assist-
ance for needy families established under 
part A of title IV of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), including: 

‘‘(I) Employment in the public or private 
sector that is not subsidized by any public 
program. 

‘‘(II) Employment in the private sector for 
which the employer receives a subsidy from 
public funds to offset all or a part of the 
wages and costs of employing an adult. 

‘‘(III) Employment in the public sector for 
which the employer receives a subsidy from 
public funds to offset all or a part of the 
wages and costs of employing an adult. 

‘‘(IV) A work activity that— 
‘‘(aa) is performed in return for public ben-

efits; 
‘‘(bb) provides an adult with an oppor-

tunity to acquire the general skills, knowl-
edge, and work habits necessary to obtain 
employment; 

‘‘(cc) is designed to improve the employ-
ability of those who cannot find unsubsidized 
employment; and 

‘‘(dd) is supervised by an employer, work 
site sponsor, or other responsible party on an 
ongoing basis. 

‘‘(V) Training in the public or private sec-
tor that— 

‘‘(aa) is given to a paid employee while the 
employee is engaged in productive work; and 

‘‘(bb) provides knowledge and skills essen-
tial to the full and adequate performance of 
the job. 

‘‘(VI) Job search, obtaining employment, 
or preparation to seek or obtain employ-
ment, including— 

‘‘(aa) life skills training; 
‘‘(bb) substance abuse treatment or mental 

health treatment, determined to be nec-
essary and documented by a qualified med-
ical, substance abuse, or mental health pro-
fessional; and 

‘‘(cc) rehabilitation activities, supervised 
by a public agency or other responsible party 
on an ongoing basis. 

‘‘(VII) Structured programs and embedded 
activities— 

‘‘(aa) in which adults perform work for the 
direct benefit of the community under the 
auspices of public or nonprofit organizations; 

‘‘(bb) that are limited to projects that 
serve useful community purposes in fields 
such as health, social service, environmental 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:39 Jan 28, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00059 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A27JA7.003 H27JAPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

3T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1312 January 27, 2014 
protection, education, urban and rural rede-
velopment, welfare, recreation, public facili-
ties, public safety, and child care; 

‘‘(cc) that are designed to improve the em-
ployability of adults not otherwise able to 
obtain unsubsidized employment; 

‘‘(dd) that are supervised on an ongoing 
basis; and 

‘‘(ee) with respect to which a State agency 
takes into account, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the prior training, experience, 
and skills of a recipient in making appro-
priate community service assignments. 

‘‘(VIII) Career and technical training pro-
grams that are— 

‘‘(aa) directly related to the preparation of 
adults for employment in current or emerg-
ing occupations; and 

‘‘(bb) supervised on an ongoing basis. 
‘‘(IX) Training or education for job skills 

that are— 
‘‘(aa) required by an employer to provide 

an adult with the ability to obtain employ-
ment or to advance or adapt to the changing 
demands of the workplace; and 

‘‘(bb) supervised on an ongoing basis. 
‘‘(X) Education that is— 
‘‘(aa) related to a specific occupation, job, 

or job offer; and 
‘‘(bb) supervised on an ongoing basis. 
‘‘(XI) In the case of an adult who has not 

completed secondary school or received a 
certificate of general equivalence, regular 
attendance that is— 

‘‘(aa) in accordance with the requirements 
of the secondary school or course of study, at 
a secondary school or in a course of study 
leading to a certificate of general equiva-
lence; and 

‘‘(bb) supervised on an ongoing basis. 
‘‘(XII) Providing child care to enable an-

other recipient of public benefits to partici-
pate in a community service program that— 

‘‘(aa) does not provide compensation for 
the community service; 

‘‘(bb) is a structured program designed to 
improve the employability of adults who par-
ticipate in the program; and 

‘‘(cc) is supervised on an ongoing basis. 
‘‘(v) SANCTIONS.—Subject to clause (vi), no 

work registrant shall be eligible to partici-
pate in the supplemental nutrition assist-
ance program if the individual refuses with-
out good cause to participate in an employ-
ment and training program under this sub-
paragraph, to the extent required by the 
State agency. 

‘‘(vi) STANDARDS.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—Employment and train-

ing activities under this subparagraph shall 
be considered to be carried out under section 
6(d), including for the purpose of satisfying 
any conditions of participation and duration 
of ineligibility. 

‘‘(II) STANDARDS FOR CERTAIN EMPLOYMENT 
ACTIVITIES.—The Secretary shall establish 
standards for employment activities de-
scribed in subclauses (I), (II), and (III) of 
clause (iv) that ensure that failure to work 
for reasons beyond the control of an indi-
vidual, such as involuntary reduction in 
hours of employment, shall not result in in-
eligibility. 

‘‘(III) PARTICIPATION IN OTHER PROGRAMS.— 
Before assigning a work registrant to man-
datory employment and training activities, a 
State agency shall— 

‘‘(aa) assess whether the work registrant is 
participating in substantial employment and 
training activities outside of the pilot 
project that are expected to result in the 
work registrant gaining increased skills, 
training, work, or experience consistent with 
the objectives of the pilot project; and 

‘‘(bb) if determined to be acceptable, count 
hours engaged in the activities toward any 
minimum participation requirement. 

‘‘(vii) EVALUATION AND REPORTING.— 

‘‘(I) INDEPENDENT EVALUATION.— 
‘‘(aa) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, 

under such terms and conditions as the Sec-
retary determines to be appropriate, conduct 
for each State agency that enters into a co-
operative agreement under clause (i) an inde-
pendent longitudinal evaluation of each pilot 
project of the State agency under this sub-
paragraph, with results reported not less fre-
quently than in consecutive 12-month incre-
ments. 

‘‘(bb) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the inde-
pendent evaluation shall be to measure the 
impact of employment and training pro-
grams and services provided by each State 
agency under the pilot projects on the abil-
ity of adults in each pilot project target pop-
ulation to find and retain employment that 
leads to increased household income and re-
duced reliance on public assistance, as well 
as other measures of household well-being, 
compared to what would have occurred in 
the absence of the pilot project. 

‘‘(cc) METHODOLOGY.—The independent 
evaluation shall use valid statistical meth-
ods that can determine, for each pilot 
project, the difference, if any, between sup-
plemental nutrition assistance and other 
public benefit receipt expenditures, employ-
ment, earnings and other impacts as deter-
mined by the Secretary— 

‘‘(AA) as a result of the employment and 
training programs and services provided by 
the State agency under the pilot project; as 
compared to 

‘‘(BB) a control group that is not subject to 
the employment and training programs and 
services provided by the State agency under 
the pilot project. 

‘‘(II) REPORTING.—Not later than December 
31, 2015, and each December 31 thereafter 
until the completion of the last evaluation 
under subclause (I), the Secretary shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of 
the Senate and share broadly, including by 
posting on the Internet website of the De-
partment of Agriculture, a report that in-
cludes a description of— 

‘‘(aa) the status of each pilot project car-
ried out under this subparagraph; 

‘‘(bb) the results of the evaluation com-
pleted during the previous fiscal year; 

‘‘(cc) to the maximum extent practicable, 
baseline information relevant to the stated 
goals and desired outcomes of the pilot 
project; 

‘‘(dd) the employment and training pro-
grams and services each State tested under 
the pilot, including— 

‘‘(AA) the system of the State for assessing 
the ability of work registrants to participate 
in and meet the requirements of employment 
and training activities and assigning work 
registrants to appropriate activities; and 

‘‘(BB) the employment and training activi-
ties and services provided under the pilot; 

‘‘(ee) the impact of the employment and 
training programs and services on appro-
priate employment, income, and public ben-
efit receipt as well as other outcomes among 
households participating in the pilot project, 
relative to households not participating; and 

‘‘(ff) the steps and funding necessary to in-
corporate into State employment and train-
ing programs and services the components of 
the pilot projects that demonstrate in-
creased employment and earnings. 

‘‘(viii) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subclause (II), 

from amounts made available under section 
18(a)(1), the Secretary shall use to carry out 
this subparagraph— 

‘‘(aa) for fiscal year 2014, $10,000,000; and 
‘‘(bb) for fiscal year 2015, $190,000,000. 
‘‘(II) LIMITATIONS.— 

‘‘(aa) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall not 
fund more than 10 pilot projects under this 
subparagraph. 

‘‘(bb) DURATION.—Each pilot project shall 
be in effect for not more than 3 years. 

‘‘(III) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Funds made 
available under subclause (I) shall remain 
available through September 30, 2018. 

‘‘(ix) USE OF FUNDS.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—Funds made available 

under this subparagraph for pilot projects 
shall be used only for— 

‘‘(aa) pilot projects that comply with this 
Act; 

‘‘(bb) the program and administrative costs 
of carrying out the pilot projects; 

‘‘(cc) the costs incurred in developing sys-
tems and providing information and data for 
the independent evaluations under clause 
(vii); and 

‘‘(dd) the costs of the evaluations under 
clause (vii). 

‘‘(II) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—Funds 
made available under this subparagraph 
shall be used only to supplement, not to sup-
plant, non-Federal funds used for existing 
employment and training activities or serv-
ices. 

‘‘(III) OTHER FUNDS.—In carrying out pilot 
projects, States may contribute additional 
funds obtained from other sources, including 
Federal, State, or private funds, on the con-
dition that the use of the contributions is 
permissible under Federal law.’’; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (5) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(5) MONITORING.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

monitor the employment and training pro-
grams carried out by State agencies under 
section 6(d)(4) and assess the effectiveness of 
the programs in— 

‘‘(i) preparing members of households par-
ticipating in the supplemental nutrition as-
sistance program for employment, including 
the acquisition of basic skills necessary for 
employment; and 

‘‘(ii) increasing the number of household 
members who obtain and retain employment 
subsequent to participation in the employ-
ment and training programs. 

‘‘(B) REPORTING MEASURES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-

sultation with the Secretary of Labor, shall 
develop State reporting measures that iden-
tify improvements in the skills, training, 
education, or work experience of members of 
households participating in the supple-
mental nutrition assistance program. 

‘‘(ii) REQUIREMENTS.—Measures shall— 
‘‘(I) be based on common measures of per-

formance for Federal workforce training pro-
grams; and 

‘‘(II) include additional indicators that re-
flect the challenges facing the types of mem-
bers of households participating in the sup-
plemental nutrition assistance program who 
participate in a specific employment and 
training component. 

‘‘(iii) STATE REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary 
shall require that each State employment 
and training plan submitted under section 
11(e)(19) identifies appropriate reporting 
measures for each proposed component that 
serves a threshold number of participants de-
termined by the Secretary of at least 100 
people a year. 

‘‘(iv) INCLUSIONS.—Reporting measures de-
scribed in clause (iii) may include— 

‘‘(I) the percentage and number of program 
participants who received employment and 
training services and are in unsubsidized em-
ployment subsequent to the receipt of those 
services; 

‘‘(II) the percentage and number of pro-
gram participants who obtain a recognized 
credential, including a registered apprentice-
ship, or a regular secondary school diploma 
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or its recognized equivalent, while partici-
pating in, or within 1 year after receiving, 
employment and training services; 

‘‘(III) the percentage and number of pro-
gram participants who are in an education or 
training program that is intended to lead to 
a recognized credential, including a reg-
istered apprenticeship or on-the-job training 
program, a regular secondary school diploma 
or its recognized equivalent, or unsubsidized 
employment; 

‘‘(IV) subject to terms and conditions es-
tablished by the Secretary, measures devel-
oped by each State agency to assess the 
skills acquisition of employment and train-
ing program participants that reflect the 
goals of the specific employment and train-
ing program components of the State agen-
cy, which may include, at a minimum— 

‘‘(aa) the percentage and number of pro-
gram participants who are meeting program 
requirements in each component of the edu-
cation and training program of the State 
agency; 

‘‘(bb) the percentage and number of pro-
gram participants who are gaining skills 
likely to lead to employment as measured 
through testing, quantitative or qualitative 
assessment, or other method; and 

‘‘(cc) the percentage and number of pro-
gram participants who do not comply with 
employment and training requirements and 
who are ineligible under section 6(b); and 

‘‘(V) other indicators approved by the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(C) OVERSIGHT OF STATE EMPLOYMENT AND 
TRAINING ACTIVITIES.—The Secretary shall 
assess State employment and training pro-
grams on a periodic basis to ensure— 

‘‘(i) compliance with Federal employment 
and training program rules and regulations; 

‘‘(ii) that program activities are appro-
priate to meet the needs of the individuals 
referred by the State agency to an employ-
ment and training program component; 

‘‘(iii) that reporting measures are appro-
priate to identify improvements in skills, 
training, work and experience for partici-
pants in an employment and training pro-
gram component; and 

‘‘(iv) for States receiving additional alloca-
tions under paragraph (1)(E), any informa-
tion the Secretary may require to evaluate 
the compliance of the State agency with 
paragraph (1), which may include— 

‘‘(I) a report for each fiscal year of the 
number of individuals in the State who meet 
the conditions of paragraph (1)(E)(ii), the 
number of individuals the State agency of-
fers a position in a program described in sub-
paragraph (B) or (C) of section 6(o)(2), and 
the number who participate in such a pro-
gram; 

‘‘(II) a description of the types of employ-
ment and training programs the State agen-
cy uses to comply with paragraph (1)(E) and 
the availability of those programs through-
out the State; and 

‘‘(III) any additional information the Sec-
retary determines to be appropriate. 

‘‘(D) STATE REPORT.—Each State agency 
shall annually prepare and submit to the 
Secretary a report on the State employment 
and training program that includes, using 
measures identified under subparagraph (B), 
the numbers of supplemental nutrition as-
sistance program participants who have 
gained skills, training, work, or experience 
that will increase the ability of the partici-
pants to obtain regular employment. 

‘‘(E) MODIFICATIONS TO THE STATE EMPLOY-
MENT AND TRAINING PLAN.—Subject to terms 
and conditions established by the Secretary, 
if the Secretary determines that the per-
formance of a State agency with respect to 
employment and training outcomes is inad-
equate, the Secretary may require the State 
agency to make modifications to the State 

employment and training plan to improve 
the outcomes. 

‘‘(F) PERIODIC EVALUATION.—Subject to 
terms and conditions established by the Sec-
retary, not later than October 1, 2016, and 
not less frequently than once every 5 years 
thereafter, the Secretary shall conduct a 
study to review existing practice and re-
search to identify employment and training 
program components and practices that— 

‘‘(i) effectively assist members of house-
holds participating in the supplemental nu-
trition assistance program in gaining skills, 
training, work, or experience that will in-
crease the ability of the participants to ob-
tain regular employment; and 

‘‘(ii) are best integrated with statewide 
workforce development systems.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 5 of the Food and Nutrition Act 

of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2014) is amended— 
(A) in subsection (d)(14), by inserting ‘‘or a 

pilot project under section 16(h)(1)(F)’’ after 
‘‘6(d)(4)(I)’’; 

(B) in subsection (e)(3)(B)(iii), by inserting 
‘‘or a pilot project under section 16(h)(1)(F)’’ 
after ‘‘6(d)(4)’’; and 

(C) in subsection (g)(3), in the first sen-
tence, by inserting ‘‘or a pilot project under 
section 16(h)(1)(F)’’ after ‘‘6(d)’’. 

(2) Section 16(h) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2025(h)) is amended— 

(A) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘or a 
pilot project under paragraph (1)(F)’’ after 
‘‘6(d)(4)’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘or a 
pilot project under paragraph (1)(F)’’ after 
‘‘6(d)(4)’’. 

(3) Section 17(b)(1)(B)(iv)(III)(hh) of the 
Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2026(b)(1)(B)(iv)(III)(hh)) is amended by in-
serting ‘‘(h)(1)(F),’’ after ‘‘(g),’’. 

(c) APPLICATION DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 

this section (other than the amendments 
made by subsection (a)(2)) shall apply begin-
ning on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) PROCESS FOR SELECTING PILOT PRO-
GRAMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall— 

(i) develop and publish the process for se-
lecting pilot projects under section 
16(h)(1)(F) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 
2008 (as added by subsection (a)(1)(C)); and 

(ii) issue such request for proposals for the 
independent evaluation as is determined ap-
propriate by the Secretary. 

(B) APPLICATION.—The Secretary shall 
begin considering proposals not earlier than 
90 days after the date on which the Secretary 
completes the actions described in subpara-
graph (A). 

(C) SELECTION.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date on which the Secretary com-
pletes the actions described in subparagraph 
(A), the Secretary shall select pilot projects 
from the applications submitted in response 
to the request for proposals issued under sub-
paragraph (A). 

(3) MONITORING OF EMPLOYMENT AND TRAIN-
ING PROGRAMS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall issue interim final regula-
tions implementing the amendments made 
by subsection (a)(2). 

(B) STATE ACTION.—States shall include re-
porting measures required under section 
16(h)(5) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 
(as amended by subsection (a)(2)) in the em-
ployment and training plans of the States 
for the first full fiscal year that begins not 
earlier than 180 days after the date that the 
regulations described in subparagraph (A) 
are published. 

SEC. 4023. COOPERATION WITH PROGRAM RE-
SEARCH AND EVALUATION. 

Section 17 of the Food and Nutrition Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 2026) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(l) COOPERATION WITH PROGRAM RESEARCH 
AND EVALUATION.—Subject to the require-
ments of this Act, including protections 
under section 11(e)(8), States, State agencies, 
local agencies, institutions, facilities such as 
data consortiums, and contractors partici-
pating in programs authorized under this 
Act shall— 

‘‘(1) cooperate with officials and contrac-
tors acting on behalf of the Secretary in the 
conduct of evaluations and studies under 
this Act; and 

‘‘(2) submit information at such time and 
in such manner as the Secretary may re-
quire.’’. 
SEC. 4024. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

Section 18(a)(1) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2027(a)(1)) is amended in 
the first sentence by striking ‘‘2012’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 4025. REVIEW, REPORT, AND REGULATION 

OF CASH NUTRITION ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAM BENEFITS PROVIDED IN 
PUERTO RICO. 

Section 19 of the Food and Nutrition Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 2028) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(e) REVIEW, REPORT, AND REGULATION OF 
CASH NUTRITION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM BENE-
FITS PROVIDED IN PUERTO RICO.— 

‘‘(1) REVIEW.—The Secretary, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services, shall carry out a review of 
the provision of nutrition assistance in Puer-
to Rico in the form of cash benefits under 
this section that shall include— 

‘‘(A) an examination of the history of and 
purpose for distribution of a portion of 
monthly benefits in the form of cash; 

‘‘(B) an examination of current barriers to 
the redemption of non-cash benefits by cur-
rent program participants and retailers; 

‘‘(C) an examination of current usage of 
cash benefits for the purchase of non-food 
and other prohibited items; 

‘‘(D) an identification and assessment of 
potential adverse effects of the discontinu-
ation of a portion of benefits in the form of 
cash for program participants and retailers; 
and 

‘‘(E) an examination of such other factors 
as the Secretary determines to be relevant. 

‘‘(2) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate, a report 
that describes the results of the review con-
ducted under this subsection. 

‘‘(3) REGULATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subparagraph (B), and notwithstanding the 
second sentence of subsection (b)(1)(B)(i), the 
Secretary shall disapprove any plan sub-
mitted pursuant to subsection (b)(1)(A)— 

‘‘(i) for fiscal year 2017 that provides for 
the distribution of more than 20 percent of 
the nutrition assistance benefit of a partici-
pant in the form of cash; 

‘‘(ii) for fiscal year 2018 that provides for 
the distribution of more than 15 percent of 
the nutrition assistance benefit of a partici-
pant in the form of cash; 

‘‘(iii) for fiscal year 2019 that provides for 
the distribution of more than 10 percent of 
the nutrition assistance benefit of a partici-
pant in the form of cash; 

‘‘(iv) for fiscal year 2020 that provides for 
the distribution of more than 5 percent of 
the nutrition assistance benefit of a partici-
pant in the form of cash; and 
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‘‘(v) for fiscal year 2021 that provides for 

the distribution of any portion of the nutri-
tion assistance benefit of a participant in the 
form of cash. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub-
paragraph (A), the Secretary, informed by 
the report required under paragraph (2), may 
approve a plan that exempts participants or 
categories of participants if the Secretary 
determines that discontinuation of benefits 
in the form of cash is likely to have signifi-
cant adverse effects. 

‘‘(4) FUNDING.—Out of any funds made 
available under section 18 for fiscal year 2014, 
the Secretary shall make available to carry 
out the review and report described in para-
graphs (1) and (2) $1,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended.’’. 
SEC. 4026. ASSISTANCE FOR COMMUNITY FOOD 

PROJECTS. 
Section 25 of the Food and Nutrition Act of 

2008 (7 U.S.C. 2034) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)(B)— 
(i) in clause (i)— 
(I) in subclause (I), by inserting after ‘‘in-

dividuals’’ the following: ‘‘through food dis-
tribution, community outreach to assist in 
participation in Federally assisted nutrition 
programs, or improving access to food as 
part of a comprehensive service;’’; and 

(II) in subclause (III), by inserting ‘‘food 
access,’’ after ‘‘food,’’; and 

(ii) in clause (ii), by striking subclause (I) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(I) equipment necessary for the efficient 
operation of a project;’’; and 

(B) by striking paragraphs (2) and (3) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) GLEANER.—The term ‘gleaner’ means 
an entity that— 

‘‘(A) collects edible, surplus food that 
would be thrown away and distributes the 
food to agencies or nonprofit organizations 
that feed the hungry; or 

‘‘(B) harvests for free distribution to the 
needy, or for donation to agencies or non-
profit organizations for ultimate distribu-
tion to the needy, an agricultural crop that 
has been donated by the owner of the crop. 

‘‘(3) HUNGER-FREE COMMUNITIES GOAL.—The 
term ‘hunger-free communities goal’ means 
any of the 14 goals described in House Con-
current Resolution 302, 102nd Congress, 
agreed to October 5, 1992.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(2)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 

at the end; 
(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘fiscal 

year 2008 and each fiscal year thereafter.’’ 
and inserting the following: ‘‘each of fiscal 
years 2008 through 2014; and 

‘‘(C) $9,000,000 for fiscal year 2015 and each 
fiscal year thereafter.’’; 

(3) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 

by striking ‘‘private nonprofit entity’’ and 
inserting ‘‘public food program service pro-
vider, a tribal organization, or a private non-
profit entity, including gleaners,’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘or’’ 

after the semicolon at the end; 
(ii) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘or’’ 

after the semicolon at the end; and 
(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) efforts to reduce food insecurity in the 

community, including food distribution, im-
proving access to services, or coordinating 
services and programs;’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
after the semicolon at the end; 

(D) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(E) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(4) collaborate with 1 or more local part-

ner organizations to achieve at least 1 hun-
ger-free communities goal.’’; 

(4) in subsection (d)— 
(A) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘or’’ after 

the semicolon at the end; 
(B) in paragraph (4), by striking the period 

at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) develop new resources and strategies 

to help reduce food insecurity in the commu-
nity and prevent food insecurity in the fu-
ture by— 

‘‘(A) developing creative food resources; 
‘‘(B) coordinating food services with park 

and recreation programs and other commu-
nity-based outlets to reduce barriers to ac-
cess; or 

‘‘(C) creating nutrition education programs 
for at- risk populations to enhance food-pur-
chasing and food- preparation skills and to 
heighten awareness of the connection be-
tween diet and health.’’; 

(5) in subsection (f)(2), by striking ‘‘3 
years’’ and inserting ‘‘5 years’’; and 

(6) by striking subsections (h) and (i) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(h) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—Not later 
than September 30, 2014, and each year there-
after, the Secretary shall submit to Congress 
a report that describes each grant made 
under this section, including— 

‘‘(1) a description of any activity funded; 
‘‘(2) the degree of success of each activity 

funded in achieving hunger-free community 
goals; and 

‘‘(3) the degree of success in improving the 
long-term capacity of a community to ad-
dress food and agriculture problems related 
to hunger or access to healthy food.’’. 
SEC. 4027. EMERGENCY FOOD ASSISTANCE. 

(a) PURCHASE OF COMMODITIES.—Section 
27(a) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2036(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2008 
through 2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2014 through 
2018’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’ 

at the end; 
(B) in subparagraph (C)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 

and 
(ii) by striking the period at the end and 

inserting a semicolon; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(D) for each of fiscal years 2015 through 

2018, the sum obtained by adding the total 
dollar amount of commodities specified in 
subparagraph (C) and— 

‘‘(i) for fiscal year 2015, $50,000,000; 
‘‘(ii) for fiscal year 2016, $40,000,000; 
‘‘(iii) for fiscal year 2017, $20,000,000; and 
‘‘(iv) for fiscal year 2018, $15,000,000; and 
‘‘(E) for fiscal year 2019 and each subse-

quent fiscal year, the total dollar amount of 
commodities specified in subparagraph 
(D)(iv) adjusted by the percentage by which 
the thrifty food plan has been adjusted under 
section 3(u)(4) to reflect changes between 
June 30, 2017, and June 30 of the immediately 
preceding fiscal year.’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) FUNDS AVAILABILITY.—For purposes of 

the funds described in this subsection, the 
Secretary shall— 

‘‘(A) make the funds available for 2 fiscal 
years; and 

‘‘(B) allow States to carry over unexpended 
balances to the next fiscal year pursuant to 
such terms and conditions as are determined 
by the Secretary.’’. 

(b) EMERGENCY FOOD PROGRAM INFRASTRUC-
TURE GRANTS.—Section 209(d) of the Emer-
gency Food Assistance Act of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 
7511a(d)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 4028. NUTRITION EDUCATION. 

Section 28(b) of the Food and Nutrition Act 
of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2036a(b)) is amended by in-

serting ‘‘and physical activity’’ after 
‘‘healthy food choices’’. 
SEC. 4029. RETAIL FOOD STORE AND RECIPIENT 

TRAFFICKING. 
The Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 

U.S.C. 2011 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 29. RETAIL FOOD STORE AND RECIPIENT 

TRAFFICKING. 
‘‘(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 

is to provide the Department of Agriculture 
with additional resources to prevent traf-
ficking in violation of this Act by strength-
ening recipient and retail food store program 
integrity. 

‘‘(b) USE OF FUNDS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Additional funds are pro-

vided under this section to supplement the 
retail food store and recipient integrity ac-
tivities of the Department. 

‘‘(2) INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES.—The Sec-
retary shall use an appropriate amount of 
the funds provided under this section to em-
ploy information technologies known as data 
mining and data warehousing and other 
available information technologies to admin-
ister the supplemental nutrition assistance 
program and enforce regulations promul-
gated under section 4(c). 

‘‘(c) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $5,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘‘(2) MANDATORY FUNDING.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Out of any funds in the 

Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer to 
the Secretary to carry out this section not 
less than $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2014, to re-
main available until expended. 

‘‘(B) RECEIPT AND ACCEPTANCE.—The Sec-
retary shall be entitled to receive, shall ac-
cept, and shall use to carry out this section 
the funds transferred under subparagraph 
(A), without further appropriation. 

‘‘(C) MAINTENANCE OF FUNDING.—The fund-
ing provided under subparagraph (A) shall 
supplement (and not supplant) other Federal 
funding for programs carried out under this 
Act.’’. 
SEC. 4030. TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING 

AMENDMENTS. 
(a) Section 3 of the Food and Nutrition Act 

of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2012) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘coupon,’’ 

the last place it appears and inserting ‘‘cou-
pon’’; 

(2) in subsection (k)(7), by striking ‘‘or 
are’’ and inserting ‘‘and’’; 

(3) by striking subsection (l); 
(4) by redesignating subsections (m) 

through (t) as subsections (l) through (s), re-
spectively; and 

(5) by inserting after subsection (s) (as so 
redesignated) the following: 

‘‘(t) ‘Supplemental nutrition assistance 
program’ means the program operated pursu-
ant to this Act.’’. 

(b) Section 4(a) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2013(a)) is amended in 
the last sentence by striking ‘‘benefits’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Benefits’’. 

(c) Section 5 of the Food and Nutrition Act 
of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2014) is amended— 

(1) in the last sentence of subsection 
(i)(2)(D), by striking ‘‘section 13(b)(2)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘section 13(b)’’; and 

(2) in subsection (k)(4)(A), by striking 
‘‘paragraph (2)(H)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph 
(2)(G)’’. 

(d) Section 6(d)(4) of the Food and Nutri-
tion Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2015(d)(4)) is amend-
ed in subparagraphs (B)(vii) and (F)(iii) by 
indenting both clauses appropriately. 

(e) Section 7(h) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2016(h)) is amended by 
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redesignating the second paragraph (12) (re-
lating to interchange fees) as paragraph (13). 

(f) Section 9(a) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2018(a)) is amended by 
indenting paragraph (3) appropriately. 

(g) Section 12 of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2021) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(3)(C), by striking 
‘‘civil money penalties’’ and inserting ‘‘civil 
penalties’’; and 

(2) in subsection (g)(1), by striking ‘‘(7 
U.S.C. 1786)’’ and inserting ‘‘(42 U.S.C. 1786)’’. 

(h) Section 15(b)(1) of the Food and Nutri-
tion Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2024(b)(1)) is amend-
ed in the first sentence by striking ‘‘an ben-
efit’’ both places it appears and inserting ‘‘a 
benefit’’. 

(i) Section 16(a) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2025(a)) is amended in 
the proviso following paragraph (8) by strik-
ing ‘‘as amended.’’. 

(j) Section 18(e) of the Food and Nutrition 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2027(e)) is amended in 
the first sentence by striking ‘‘sections 7(f)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘section 7(f)’’. 

(k) Section 22(b)(10)(B)(i) of the Food and 
Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2031(b)(10)(B)(i)) is amended in the last sen-
tence by striking ‘‘Food benefits’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘Benefits’’. 

(l) Section 26(f)(3)(C) of the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2035(f)(3)(C)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘subsection’’ and in-
serting ‘‘subsections’’. 

(m) Section 27(a)(1) of the Food and Nutri-
tion Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2036(a)(1)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘(Public Law 98–8; 7 U.S.C. 
612c note)’’ and inserting ‘‘(7 U.S.C. 7515)’’. 

(n) Section 115 of the Personal Responsi-
bility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation 
Act of 1996 (21 U.S.C. 862a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2), by striking ‘‘food 
stamp program (as defined in section 3(l) of 
the Food Stamp Act of 1977) or any State 
program carried out under the Food Stamp 
Act of 1977’’ and inserting ‘‘supplemental nu-
trition assistance program (as defined in sec-
tion 3 of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 
(7 U.S.C. 2012)) or any State program carried 
out under that Act’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(2)— 
(A) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘THE FOOD STAMP ACT OF 1977’’ and inserting 
‘‘THE FOOD AND NUTRITION ACT OF 2008’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘food stamp program (as 
defined in section 3(l) of the Food Stamp Act 
of 1977), or any State program carried out 
under the Food Stamp Act of 1977’’ and in-
serting ‘‘supplemental nutrition assistance 
program (as defined in section 3 of the Food 
and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2012)), or 
any State program carried out under that 
Act’’; and 

(3) in subsection (e)(2), by striking ‘‘section 
3(s) of the Food Stamp Act of 1977, when re-
ferring to the food stamp program (as de-
fined in section 3(l) of the Food Stamp Act of 
1977) or any State program carried out under 
the Food Stamp Act of 1977’’ and inserting 
‘‘section 3 of the Food and Nutrition Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 2012), when referring to the sup-
plemental nutrition assistance program (as 
defined in that section) or any State pro-
gram carried out under that Act’’. 

(o) Section 3803(c)(2)(C)(vii) of title 31 of 
the United States Code is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘section 3(l)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 3’’. 

(p) Section 453(j)(10) of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 653(j)(10)) is amended in the 
paragraph heading by striking ‘‘FOOD STAMP 
PROGRAMS’’ and inserting ‘‘SUPPLEMENTAL 
NUTRITION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM BENEFITS’’. 

(q) Section 1137 of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 1320b–7)— 

(1) in subsection (a)(5)(B), by striking 
‘‘food stamp’’ and inserting ‘‘supplemental 
nutrition assistance’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(4), by striking ‘‘food 
stamp program under the Food Stamp Act of 

1977’’ and inserting ‘‘supplemental nutrition 
assistance program established under the 
Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 
et seq.)’’. 

(r) Section 1631(n) of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1383) is amended in the sub-
section heading by striking ‘‘FOOD STAMP’’ 
and inserting ‘‘SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION AS-
SISTANCE’’. 

(s) Section 509 of the Older Americans Act 
of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3056g) is amended in the 
section heading by striking ‘‘FOOD STAMP 
PROGRAMS’’ and inserting ‘‘SUPPLEMENTAL NU-
TRITION ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS’’. 

(t) Section 4(a) of the Agriculture and Con-
sumer Protection Act of 1973 (7 U.S.C. 612c 
note; Public Law 93–86) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘Food Stamp Act of 1977’’ and inserting 
‘‘Food and Nutrition Act of 2008’’. 

(u) Section 5 of the Agriculture and Con-
sumer Protection Act of 1973 (7 U.S.C. 612c 
note; Public Law 93–86) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (h)(1), by striking ‘‘food 
stamps’’ and inserting ‘‘the supplemental nu-
trition assistance program’’; 

(2) in subsection (i)(1), by striking ‘‘food 
stamps provided under the Food Stamp Act 
of 1977’’ and inserting ‘‘supplemental nutri-
tion assistance benefits provided under the 
Food and Nutrition Act of 2008’’; and 

(3) in subsection (l)(2)(B), by striking 
‘‘Food Stamp Act of 1977’’ and inserting 
‘‘Food and Nutrition Act of 2008’’. 

(v) Section 4115(c)(2)(H) of the Food, Con-
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (Public 
Law 110–246; 122 Stat. 1871) is amended by 
striking ‘‘531’’ and inserting ‘‘454’’. 
SEC. 4031. COMMONWEALTH OF THE NORTHERN 

MARIANA ISLANDS PILOT PROGRAM. 
(a) STUDY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Prior to establishing the 

pilot program under subsection (b), the Sec-
retary shall conduct a study to be completed 
not later than 2 years after the date of enact-
ment of this Act to assess— 

(A) the capabilities of the Commonwealth 
of the Northern Mariana Islands to operate 
the supplemental nutrition assistance pro-
gram established under the Food and Nutri-
tion Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.) in a 
similar manner as the program is operated in 
the States (as defined in section 3 of that Act 
(7 U.S.C. 2012)); and 

(B) alternative models of the supplemental 
nutrition assistance program operation and 
benefit delivery that best meet the nutrition 
assistance needs of the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands. 

(2) SCOPE.—The study conducted under 
paragraph (1)(A) shall assess the capability 
of the Commonwealth of the Northern Mar-
iana Islands to fulfill the responsibilities of 
a State agency (as defined in section 3 of the 
Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
2012)), including— 

(A) extending and limiting participation to 
eligible households, as required by sections 5 
and 6 of that Act (7 U.S.C. 2014, 2015); 

(B) issuing benefits through EBT cards, as 
required by section 7 of that Act (7 U.S.C. 
2016); 

(C) maintaining the integrity of the pro-
gram, including operation of a quality con-
trol system, as required by section 16(c) of 
that Act (7 U.S.C. 2025(c)); 

(D) implementing work requirements, in-
cluding operating an employment and train-
ing program, as required by section 6(d) of 
that Act (7 U.S.C. 2015(d)); and 

(E) paying a share of administrative costs 
with non-Federal funds, as required by sec-
tion 16(a) of that Act (7 U.S.C. 2016(a)). 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—If the Secretary de-
termines that a pilot program is feasible, the 
Secretary shall establish a pilot program for 
the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana 
Islands to operate the supplemental nutri-
tion assistance program in the same manner 

in which the program is operated in the 
States. 

(c) SCOPE.—The Secretary shall use the in-
formation obtained from the study con-
ducted under subsection (a) to establish the 
scope of the pilot program established under 
subsection (b). 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than June 30, 2019, 
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee 
on Agriculture of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
on the pilot program carried out under this 
section, including an analysis of the feasi-
bility of operating the supplemental nutri-
tion assistance program in the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands in 
the same manner in which the program is op-
erated in the States. 

(e) FUNDING.— 
(1) STUDY.—Of the funds made available 

under section 18(a)(1) of the Food and Nutri-
tion Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2027(a)(1)), the Sec-
retary may use to conduct the study de-
scribed in subsection (a) not more than 
$1,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 and 
2015. 

(2) PILOT PROGRAM.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subparagraph (B), of the funds made avail-
able under section 18(a)(1) of the Food and 
Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2027(a)(1)), the 
Secretary may use to establish and carry out 
the pilot program under subsection (b), in-
cluding the Federal costs for providing tech-
nical assistance to the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands, authorizing and 
monitoring retail food stores, and assessing 
pilot operations, not more than— 

(i) $13,500,000 for fiscal year 2016; and 
(ii) $8,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 

and 2018. 
(B) EXCEPTION.—If the Secretary deter-

mines that a pilot program described in sub-
section (b) is not feasible, the Secretary 
shall provide to the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands any unspent funds 
described in subparagraph (A), which shall— 

(i) be made available for obligation under 
the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana 
Islands nutrition assistance program block 
grant in addition to any other funds made 
available for that grant; and 

(ii) remain available until expended. 
SEC. 4032. ANNUAL STATE REPORT ON 

VERIFICATION OF SNAP PARTICIPA-
TION. 

(a) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date specified by the Secretary dur-
ing the 180-day period beginning on the date 
of enactment of this Act, and annually 
thereafter, each State agency that carries 
out the supplemental nutrition assistance 
program established under the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.) shall 
submit to the Secretary a report containing 
sufficient information for the Secretary to 
determine whether the State agency has, for 
the most recently concluded fiscal year pre-
ceding that annual date, verified that the 
State agency in that fiscal year— 

(1) did not issue benefits to a deceased indi-
vidual; and 

(2) did not issue benefits to an individual 
who had been permanently disqualified from 
receiving benefits. 

(b) PENALTY FOR NONCOMPLIANCE.—For any 
fiscal year for which a State agency fails to 
comply with subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall impose a penalty that includes a reduc-
tion of up to 50 percent of the amount that 
would be otherwise payable to the State 
agency under section 16(a) of the Food and 
Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2025(a)) with 
respect to that fiscal year. 

(c) REPORT OF PILOT PROGRAM TO TEST 
PREVENTION OF DUPLICATE PARTICIPATION.— 
Not later than 90 days after the completion 
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in multiple States of a temporary pilot pro-
gram to test the detection and prevention of 
duplicate participation by beneficiaries of 
the supplemental nutrition assistance pro-
gram established under the Food and Nutri-
tion Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.), the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate a report as-
sessing the feasibility, effectiveness, and 
cost for the expansion of the pilot program 
nationwide. 
SEC. 4033. SERVICE OF TRADITIONAL FOODS IN 

PUBLIC FACILITIES. 
(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section 

are— 
(1) to provide access to traditional foods in 

food service programs; 
(2) to encourage increased consumption of 

traditional foods to decrease health dispari-
ties among Indians, particularly Alaska Na-
tives; and 

(3) to provide alternative food options for 
food service programs. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ALASKA NATIVE.—The term ‘‘Alaska Na-

tive’’ means a person who is a member of any 
Native village, Village Corporation, or Re-
gional Corporation (as those terms are de-
fined in section 3 of the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1602)). 

(2) COMMISSIONER.—The term ‘‘Commis-
sioner’’ means the Commissioner of Food and 
Drugs. 

(3) FOOD SERVICE PROGRAM.—The term 
‘‘food service program’’ includes— 

(A) food service at residential child care fa-
cilities that have a license from an appro-
priate State agency; 

(B) any child nutrition program (as that 
term is defined in section 25(b) of the Rich-
ard B. Russell National School Lunch Act (42 
U.S.C. 1769f(b)); 

(C) food service at hospitals, clinics, and 
long-term care facilities; and 

(D) senior meal programs. 
(4) INDIAN; INDIAN TRIBE.—The terms ‘‘In-

dian’’ and ‘‘Indian tribe’’ have the meanings 
given those terms in section 4 of the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assist-
ance Act (25 U.S.C. 450b). 

(5) TRADITIONAL FOOD.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘traditional 

food’’ means food that has traditionally been 
prepared and consumed by an Indian tribe. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘traditional 
food’’ includes— 

(i) wild game meat; 
(ii) fish; 
(iii) seafood; 
(iv) marine mammals; 
(v) plants; and 
(vi) berries. 
(6) TRIBAL ORGANIZATION.—The term ‘‘trib-

al organization’’ has the meaning given the 
term in section 4 of the Indian Self-Deter-
mination and Education Assistance Act (25 
U.S.C. 450b). 

(c) PROGRAM.—The Secretary and the Com-
missioner shall allow the donation to and 
serving of traditional food through food serv-
ice programs at public facilities and non-
profit facilities, including facilities operated 
by Indian tribes and facilities operated by 
tribal organizations, that primarily serve In-
dians if the operator of the food service pro-
gram— 

(1) ensures that the food is received whole, 
gutted, gilled, as quarters, or as a roast, 
without further processing; 

(2) makes a reasonable determination 
that— 

(A) the animal was not diseased; 
(B) the food was butchered, dressed, trans-

ported, and stored to prevent contamination, 
undesirable microbial growth, or deteriora-
tion; and 

(C) the food will not cause a significant 
health hazard or potential for human illness; 

(3) carries out any further preparation or 
processing of the food at a different time or 
in a different space from the preparation or 
processing of other food for the applicable 
program to prevent cross-contamination; 

(4) cleans and sanitizes food-contact sur-
faces of equipment and utensils after proc-
essing the traditional food; 

(5) labels donated traditional food with the 
name of the food; 

(6) stores the traditional food separately 
from other food for the applicable program, 
including through storage in a separate 
freezer or refrigerator or in a separate com-
partment or shelf in the freezer or refrig-
erator; 

(7) follows Federal, State, local, county, 
tribal, or other non-Federal law regarding 
the safe preparation and service of food in 
public or nonprofit facilities; and 

(8) follows other such criteria as estab-
lished by the Secretary and Commissioner. 

(d) LIABILITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The United States, an In-

dian tribe, and a tribal organization shall 
not be liable in any civil action for any dam-
age, injury, or death caused to any person by 
the donation to or serving of traditional 
foods through food service programs. 

(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
paragraph (1) alters any liability or other ob-
ligation of the United States under the In-
dian Self-Determination and Education As-
sistance Act (25 U.S.C. 1450 et seq.). 

Subtitle B—Commodity Distribution 
Programs 

SEC. 4101. COMMODITY DISTRIBUTION PROGRAM. 
Section 4(a) of the Agriculture and Con-

sumer Protection Act of 1973 (7 U.S.C. 612c 
note; Public Law 93–86) is amended in the 
first sentence by striking ‘‘2012’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 4102. COMMODITY SUPPLEMENTAL FOOD 

PROGRAM. 
Section 5 of the Agriculture and Consumer 

Protection Act of 1973 (7 U.S.C. 612c note; 
Public Law 93–86) is amended— 

(1) in paragraphs (1) and (2)(B) of sub-
section (a), by striking ‘‘2012’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 

(2) in the first sentence of subsection (d)(2), 
by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 

(3) by striking subsection (g) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(g) ELIGIBILITY.—Except as provided in 
subsection (m), the States shall only provide 
assistance under the commodity supple-
mental food program to low-income persons 
aged 60 and older.’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(m) PHASE-OUT.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, an individual who re-
ceives assistance under the commodity sup-
plemental food program on the day before 
the date of enactment of this subsection 
shall continue to receive that assistance 
until the date on which the individual is no 
longer eligible for assistance under the eligi-
bility requirements for the program in effect 
on the day before the date of enactment of 
this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 4103. DISTRIBUTION OF SURPLUS COMMOD-

ITIES TO SPECIAL NUTRITION 
PROJECTS. 

Section 1114(a)(2)(A) of the Agriculture and 
Food Act of 1981 (7 U.S.C. 1431e(2)(A)) is 
amended in the first sentence by striking 
‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 4104. PROCESSING OF COMMODITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 17 of the Com-
modity Distribution Reform Act and WIC 
Amendments of 1987 (7 U.S.C. 612c note; Pub-
lic Law 100–237) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting 
‘‘AND PROCESSING’’ after ‘‘DONATIONS’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(c) PROCESSING.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For any program in-

cluded under subsection (b), the Secretary 
may, notwithstanding any other provision of 
Federal or State law relating to the procure-
ment of goods and services— 

‘‘(A) retain title to commodities delivered 
to a processor, on behalf of a State (includ-
ing a State distributing agency and a recipi-
ent agency), until such time as end products 
containing the commodities, or similar com-
modities as approved by the Secretary, are 
delivered to a State distributing agency or 
to a recipient agency; and 

‘‘(B) promulgate regulations to ensure ac-
countability for commodities provided to a 
processor for processing into end products, 
and to facilitate processing of commodities 
into end products for use by recipient agen-
cies. 

‘‘(2) REGULATIONS.—The regulations de-
scribed in paragraph (1)(B) may provide 
that— 

‘‘(A) a processor that receives commodities 
for processing into end products, or provides 
a service with respect to the commodities or 
end products, in accordance with the agree-
ment of the processor with a State distrib-
uting agency or a recipient agency, provide 
to the Secretary a bond or other means of fi-
nancial assurance to protect the value of the 
commodities; and 

‘‘(B) in the event a processor fails to de-
liver to a State distributing agency or a re-
cipient agency an end product in conform-
ance with the processing agreement entered 
into under this Act, the Secretary— 

‘‘(i) take action with respect to the bond or 
other means of financial assurance pursuant 
to regulations promulgated under this sub-
section; and 

‘‘(ii) distribute any proceeds obtained by 
the Secretary to 1 or more State distributing 
agencies and recipient agencies, as deter-
mined appropriate by the Secretary.’’. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Section 18 of the Com-
modity Distribution Reform Act and WIC 
Amendments of 1987 (7 U.S.C. 612c note; Pub-
lic Law 100–237) is amended by striking para-
graphs (1) and (2) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) COMMODITIES.—The term ‘commod-
ities’ means agricultural commodities and 
their products that are donated by the Sec-
retary for use by recipient agencies. 

‘‘(2) END PRODUCT.—The term ‘end product’ 
means a food product that contains proc-
essed commodities.’’. 

(c) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.—Section 3 of the Commodity Dis-
tribution Reform Act and WIC Amendments 
of 1987 (7 U.S.C. 612c note; Public Law 100– 
237) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (2), by striking subpara-

graph (B) and inserting the following: 
‘‘(B) the program established under section 

4(b) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2013(b));’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3)(D), by striking ‘‘the 
Committee on Education and Labor’’ and in-
serting ‘‘the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(1)(A)(ii), by striking 
‘‘section 32 of the Agricultural Adjustment 
Act (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.)’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 32 of the Act of August 24, 1935 (7 U.S.C. 
612c)’’; 

(3) in subsection (e)(1)(D)(iii), by striking 
subclause (II) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(II) the program established under section 
4(b) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2013(b));’’; and 

(4) in subsection (k), by striking ‘‘the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce’’. 
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Subtitle C—Miscellaneous 

SEC. 4201. PURCHASE OF FRESH FRUITS AND 
VEGETABLES FOR DISTRIBUTION TO 
SCHOOLS AND SERVICE INSTITU-
TIONS. 

Section 10603(b) of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 612c– 
4(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 4202. PILOT PROJECT FOR PROCUREMENT 

OF UNPROCESSED FRUITS AND 
VEGETABLES. 

Section 6 of the Richard B. Russell Na-
tional School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1755) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(f) PILOT PROJECT FOR PROCUREMENT OF 
UNPROCESSED FRUITS AND VEGETABLES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
duct a pilot project under which the Sec-
retary shall facilitate the procurement of 
unprocessed fruits and vegetables in not 
more than 8 States receiving funds under 
this Act. 

‘‘(2) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the pilot 
project required by this subsection is to pro-
vide selected States flexibility for the pro-
curement of unprocessed fruits and vegeta-
bles by permitting each State— 

‘‘(A) to utilize multiple suppliers and prod-
ucts established and qualified by the Sec-
retary; and 

‘‘(B) to allow geographic preference, if de-
sired, in the procurement of the products 
under the pilot project. 

‘‘(3) SELECTION AND PARTICIPATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall se-

lect States for participation in the pilot 
project in accordance with criteria estab-
lished by the Secretary and terms and condi-
tions established for participation. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary shall 
ensure that at least 1 project is located in a 
State in each of— 

‘‘(i) the Pacific Northwest Region; 
‘‘(ii) the Northeast Region; 
‘‘(iii) the Western Region; 
‘‘(iv) the Midwest Region; and 
‘‘(v) the Southern Region. 
‘‘(4) PRIORITY.—In selecting States for par-

ticipation in the pilot project, the Secretary 
shall prioritize applications based on— 

‘‘(A) the quantity and variety of growers of 
local fruits and vegetables in the States on a 
per capita basis; 

‘‘(B) the demonstrated commitment of the 
States to farm-to-school efforts, as evi-
denced by prior efforts to increase and pro-
mote farm-to-school programs in the States; 
and 

‘‘(C) whether the States contain a suffi-
cient quantity of local educational agencies, 
various population sizes, and geographical 
locations. 

‘‘(5) RECORDKEEPING AND REPORTING RE-
QUIREMENTS.— 

‘‘(A) RECORDKEEPING REQUIREMENT.—States 
selected to participate in the pilot project, 
and participating school food authorities 
within those States, shall keep records of the 
fruits and vegetables received under the 
pilot project in such manner and form as re-
quested by the Secretary. 

‘‘(B) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Each par-
ticipating State shall submit to the Sec-
retary a report on the success of the pilot 
project in the State, including information 
on— 

‘‘(i) the quantity and cost of each type of 
fruit and vegetable received by the State 
under the pilot project; and 

‘‘(ii) the benefit provided by those procure-
ments in conducting school food service in 
the State, including meeting school meal re-
quirements.’’. 
SEC. 4203. SENIORS FARMERS’ MARKET NUTRI-

TION PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4402(a) of the 

Farm Security and Rural Investment Act of 

2002 (7 U.S.C. 3007(a)) is amended by striking 
‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by subsection (a) takes effect on Octo-
ber 1, 2013. 
SEC. 4204. DIETARY GUIDELINES FOR AMERI-

CANS. 

Section 301(a) of the National Nutrition 
Monitoring and Related Research Act of 1990 
(7 U.S.C. 5341(a)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(3) PREGNANT WOMEN AND YOUNG CHIL-
DREN.—Not later than the 2020 report and in 
each report thereafter, the Secretaries shall 
include national nutritional and dietary in-
formation and guidelines for pregnant 
women and children from birth until the age 
of 2.’’. 
SEC. 4205. MULTIAGENCY TASK FORCE. 

Subtitle D of title II of the Department of 
Agriculture Reorganization Act of 1994 (7 
U.S.C. 6951 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 242. MULTIAGENCY TASK FORCE. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish, in the office of the Under Secretary 
for Food, Nutrition, and Consumer Services, 
a multiagency task force for the purpose of 
providing coordination and direction for 
commodity programs. 

‘‘(b) COMPOSITION.—The Task Force shall 
be composed of at least 4 members, includ-
ing— 

‘‘(1) a representative from the Food Dis-
tribution Division of the Food and Nutrition 
Service, who shall— 

‘‘(A) be appointed by the Under Secretary 
for Food, Nutrition, and Consumer Services; 
and 

‘‘(B) serve as Chairperson of the Task 
Force; 

‘‘(2) at least 1 representative from the Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, who shall be 
appointed by the Under Secretary for Mar-
keting and Regulatory Programs; 

‘‘(3) at least 1 representative from the 
Farm Services Agency, who shall be ap-
pointed by the Under Secretary for Farm and 
Foreign Agricultural Services; and 

‘‘(4) at least 1 representative from the Food 
Safety and Inspection Service, who shall be 
appointed by the Under Secretary for Food 
Safety. 

‘‘(c) DUTIES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Task Force shall be 

responsible for evaluation and monitoring of 
the commodity programs to ensure that the 
commodity programs meet the mission of 
the Department— 

‘‘(A) to support the United States farm sec-
tor; and 

‘‘(B) to contribute to the health and well- 
being of individuals in the United States 
through the distribution of domestic agricul-
tural products through commodity pro-
grams. 

‘‘(2) SPECIFIC DUTIES.—In carrying out 
paragraph (1), the Task Force shall— 

‘‘(A) review and make recommendations 
regarding the specifications used for the pro-
curement of food commodities; 

‘‘(B) review and make recommendations 
regarding the efficient and effective distribu-
tion of food commodities; and 

‘‘(C) review and make recommendations re-
garding the degree to which the quantity, 
quality, and specifications of procured food 
commodities align the needs of producers 
and the preferences of recipient agencies. 

‘‘(d) REPORTS.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this section, and 
annually thereafter, the Secretary shall sub-
mit to Congress a report that describes, for 
the period covered by the report— 

‘‘(1) the findings and recommendations of 
the Task Force; and 

‘‘(2) policies implemented for the improve-
ment of commodity procurement pro-
grams.’’. 
SEC. 4206. HEALTHY FOOD FINANCING INITIA-

TIVE. 
Subtitle D of title II of the Department of 

Agriculture Reorganization Act of 1994 (7 
U.S.C. 6951 et seq.) (as amended by section 
4205) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 243. HEALTHY FOOD FINANCING INITIA-

TIVE. 
‘‘(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 

is to enhance the authorities of the Sec-
retary to support efforts to provide access to 
healthy food by establishing an initiative to 
improve access to healthy foods in under-
served areas, to create and preserve quality 
jobs, and to revitalize low-income commu-
nities by providing loans and grants to eligi-
ble fresh, healthy food retailers to overcome 
the higher costs and initial barriers to entry 
in underserved areas. 

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FINANCIAL 

INSTITUTION.—The term ‘community develop-
ment financial institution’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 103 of the Commu-
nity Development Banking and Financial In-
stitutions Act of 1994 (12 U.S.C. 4702). 

‘‘(2) INITIATIVE.—The term ‘Initiative’ 
means the Healthy Food Financing Initia-
tive established under subsection (c)(1). 

‘‘(3) NATIONAL FUND MANAGER.—The term 
‘national fund manager’ means a community 
development financial institution that is— 

‘‘(A) in existence on the date of enactment 
of this section; and 

‘‘(B) certified by the Community Develop-
ment Financial Institution Fund of the De-
partment of Treasury to manage the Initia-
tive for purposes of— 

‘‘(i) raising private capital; 
‘‘(ii) providing financial and technical as-

sistance to partnerships; and 
‘‘(iii) funding eligible projects to attract 

fresh, healthy food retailers to underserved 
areas, in accordance with this section. 

‘‘(4) PARTNERSHIP.—The term ‘partnership’ 
means a regional, State, or local public-pri-
vate partnership that— 

‘‘(A) is organized to improve access to 
fresh, healthy foods; 

‘‘(B) provides financial and technical as-
sistance to eligible projects; and 

‘‘(C) meets such other criteria as the Sec-
retary may establish. 

‘‘(5) PERISHABLE FOOD.—The term ‘perish-
able food’ means a staple food that is fresh, 
refrigerated, or frozen. 

‘‘(6) QUALITY JOB.—The term ‘quality job’ 
means a job that provides wages and other 
benefits comparable to, or better than, simi-
lar positions in existing businesses of similar 
size in similar local economies. 

‘‘(7) STAPLE FOOD.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘staple food’ 

means food that is a basic dietary item. 
‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘staple food’ 

includes— 
‘‘(i) bread or cereal; 
‘‘(ii) flour; 
‘‘(iii) fruits; 
‘‘(iv) vegetables; 
‘‘(v) meat; and 
‘‘(vi) dairy products. 
‘‘(c) INITIATIVE.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish an initiative to achieve the purpose 
described in subsection (a) in accordance 
with this subsection. 

‘‘(2) IMPLEMENTATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the Ini-

tiative, the Secretary shall provide funding 
to entities with eligible projects, as de-
scribed in subparagraph (B), subject to the 
priorities described in subparagraph (C). 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:39 Jan 28, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00065 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A27JA7.003 H27JAPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

3T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1318 January 27, 2014 
‘‘(ii) USE OF FUNDS.—Funds provided to an 

entity pursuant to clause (i) shall be used— 
‘‘(I) to create revolving loan pools of cap-

ital or other products to provide loans to fi-
nance eligible projects or partnerships; 

‘‘(II) to provide grants for eligible projects 
or partnerships; 

‘‘(III) to provide technical assistance to 
funded projects and entities seeking Initia-
tive funding; and 

‘‘(IV) to cover administrative expenses of 
the national fund manager in an amount not 
to exceed 10 percent of the Federal funds pro-
vided. 

‘‘(B) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—Subject to the 
approval of the Secretary, the national fund 
manager shall establish eligibility criteria 
for projects under the Initiative, which shall 
include the existence or planned execution of 
agreements— 

‘‘(i) to expand or preserve the availability 
of staple foods in underserved areas with 
moderate- and low-income populations by 
maintaining or increasing the number of re-
tail outlets that offer an assortment of per-
ishable food and staple food items, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, in those areas; and 

‘‘(ii) to accept benefits under the supple-
mental nutrition assistance program estab-
lished under the Food and Nutrition Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.). 

‘‘(C) PRIORITIES.—In carrying out the Ini-
tiative, priority shall be given to projects 
that— 

‘‘(i) are located in severely distressed low- 
income communities, as defined by the Com-
munity Development Financial Institutions 
Fund of the Department of Treasury; and 

‘‘(ii) include 1 or more of the following 
characteristics: 

‘‘(I) The project will create or retain qual-
ity jobs for low-income residents in the com-
munity. 

‘‘(II) The project supports regional food 
systems and locally grown foods, to the max-
imum extent practicable. 

‘‘(III) In areas served by public transit, the 
project is accessible by public transit. 

‘‘(IV) The project involves women- or mi-
nority-owned businesses. 

‘‘(V) The project receives funding from 
other sources, including other Federal agen-
cies. 

‘‘(VI) The project otherwise advances the 
purpose of this section, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section 
$125,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.’’. 

SEC. 4207. PURCHASE OF HALAL AND KOSHER 
FOOD FOR EMERGENCY FOOD AS-
SISTANCE PROGRAM. 

Section 202 of the Emergency Food Assist-
ance Act of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 7502) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(h) KOSHER AND HALAL FOOD.—As soon as 
practicable after the date of enactment of 
this subsection, the Secretary shall finalize 
and implement a plan— 

‘‘(1) to increase the purchase of Kosher and 
Halal food from food manufacturers with a 
Kosher or Halal certification to carry out 
the program established under this Act if the 
Kosher and Halal food purchased is cost neu-
tral as compared to food that is not from 
food manufacturers with a Kosher or Halal 
certification; and 

‘‘(2) to modify the labeling of the commod-
ities list used to carry out the program in a 
manner that enables Kosher and Halal dis-
tribution entities to identify which commod-
ities to obtain from local food banks.’’. 

SEC. 4208. FOOD INSECURITY NUTRITION INCEN-
TIVE. 

Section 4405 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 7517) is amended 
to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 4405. FOOD INSECURITY NUTRITION INCEN-

TIVE. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible 

entity’ means— 
‘‘(A) a nonprofit organization (including an 

emergency feeding organization); 
‘‘(B) an agricultural cooperative; 
‘‘(C) a producer network or association; 
‘‘(D) a community health organization; 
‘‘(E) a public benefit corporation; 
‘‘(F) an economic development corpora-

tion; 
‘‘(G) a farmers’ market; 
‘‘(H) a community-supported agriculture 

program; 
‘‘(I) a buying club; 
‘‘(J) a retail food store participating in the 

supplemental nutrition assistance program; 
‘‘(K) a State, local, or tribal agency; and 
‘‘(L) any other entity the Secretary des-

ignates. 
‘‘(2) EMERGENCY FEEDING ORGANIZATION.— 

The term ‘emergency feeding organization’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 
201A of the Emergency Food Assistance Act 
of 1983 (7 U.S.C. 7501). 

‘‘(3) SUPPLEMENTAL NUTRITION ASSISTANCE 
PROGRAM.—The term ‘supplemental nutrition 
assistance program’ means the supplemental 
nutrition assistance program established 
under the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2011 et seq.). 

‘‘(b) FOOD INSECURITY NUTRITION INCENTIVE 
GRANTS.— 

‘‘(1) AUTHORIZATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In each of the years 

specified in subsection (c), the Secretary 
shall make grants to eligible entities in ac-
cordance with paragraph (2). 

‘‘(B) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of carrying out an activity under 
this subsection shall not exceed 50 percent of 
the total cost of the activity. 

‘‘(C) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal share of 

the cost of an activity under this subsection 
may be provided— 

‘‘(I) in cash or in-kind contributions as de-
termined by the Secretary, including facili-
ties, equipment, or services; and 

‘‘(II) by a State or local government or a 
private source. 

‘‘(ii) LIMITATION.—In the case of a for-prof-
it entity, the non-Federal share described in 
clause (i) shall not include services of an em-
ployee, including salaries paid or expenses 
covered by the employer. 

‘‘(2) CRITERIA.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-

section, an eligible entity is a governmental 
agency or nonprofit organization that— 

‘‘(i) meets the application criteria set forth 
by the Secretary; and 

‘‘(ii) proposes a project that, at a min-
imum— 

‘‘(I) has the support of the State agency; 
‘‘(II) would increase the purchase of fruits 

and vegetables by low-income consumers 
participating in the supplemental nutrition 
assistance program by providing incentives 
at the point of purchase; 

‘‘(III) agrees to participate in the evalua-
tion described in paragraph (4); 

‘‘(IV) ensures that the same terms and con-
ditions apply to purchases made by individ-
uals with benefits issued under this Act and 
incentives provided for in this subsection as 
apply to purchases made by individuals who 
are not members of households receiving 
benefits, such as provided for in section 
278.2(b) of title 7, Code of Federal Regula-
tions (or a successor regulation); and 

‘‘(V) includes effective and efficient tech-
nologies for benefit redemption systems that 
may be replicated in other States and com-
munities. 

‘‘(B) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this section, the Secretary shall give pri-
ority to projects that— 

‘‘(i) maximize the share of funds used for 
direct incentives to participants; 

‘‘(ii) use direct-to-consumer sales mar-
keting; 

‘‘(iii) demonstrate a track record of design-
ing and implementing successful nutrition 
incentive programs that connect low-income 
consumers and agricultural producers; 

‘‘(iv) provide locally or regionally produced 
fruits and vegetables; 

‘‘(v) are located in underserved commu-
nities; or 

‘‘(vi) address other criteria as established 
by the Secretary. 

‘‘(3) APPLICABILITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The value of any benefit 

provided to a participant in any activity 
funded under this subsection shall be treated 
as supplemental nutrition benefits under sec-
tion 8(b) of the Food and Nutrition Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 2017(b)). 

‘‘(B) PROHIBITION ON COLLECTION OF SALES 
TAXES.—Each State shall ensure that no 
State or local tax is collected on a purchase 
of food under this subsection. 

‘‘(C) NO LIMITATION ON BENEFITS.—A grant 
made available under this subsection shall 
not be used to carry out any project that 
limits the use of benefits under the Food and 
Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.) or 
any other Federal nutrition law. 

‘‘(D) HOUSEHOLD ALLOTMENT.—Assistance 
provided under this subsection to households 
receiving benefits under the supplemental 
nutrition assistance program shall not— 

‘‘(i) be considered part of the supplemental 
nutrition assistance program benefits of the 
household; or 

‘‘(ii) be used in the collection or disposi-
tion of claims under section 13 of the Food 
and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2022). 

‘‘(4) EVALUATION.— 
‘‘(A) INDEPENDENT EVALUATION.—The Sec-

retary shall provide for an independent eval-
uation of projects selected under this sub-
section that measures the impact of each 
project on— 

‘‘(i) improving the nutrition and health 
status of participating households receiving 
incentives under this subsection; and 

‘‘(ii) increasing fruit and vegetable pur-
chases in participating households. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENT.—The independent eval-
uation under subparagraph (A) shall use rig-
orous methodologies capable of producing 
scientifically valid information regarding 
the effectiveness of a project. 

‘‘(C) COSTS.—The Secretary may use funds 
not to exceed 10 percent of the funding pro-
vided to carry out this section to pay costs 
associated with administering, monitoring, 
and evaluating each project. 

‘‘(c) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out subsection (b) $5,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘‘(2) MANDATORY FUNDING.—Of the funds of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation, the Sec-
retary shall use to carry out subsection (b)— 

‘‘(A) $35,000,000 for the period of fiscal 
years 2014 and 2015; 

‘‘(B) $20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2016 
and 2017; and 

‘‘(C) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2018.’’. 
SEC. 4209. FOOD AND AGRICULTURE SERVICE 

LEARNING PROGRAM. 
Title IV of the Agricultural Research, Ex-

tension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 (7 
U.S.C. 7630 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
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‘‘SEC. 413. FOOD AND AGRICULTURE SERVICE 

LEARNING PROGRAM. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail-

ability of appropriations under subsection 
(e), the Secretary, acting through the Direc-
tor of the National Institute of Food and Ag-
riculture, and working in consultation with 
other appropriate Federal agencies that 
oversee national service programs, shall ad-
minister a competitively awarded food and 
agriculture service learning grant program 
(referred to in this section as the ‘Program’) 
to increase knowledge of agriculture and im-
prove the nutritional health of children. 

‘‘(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the Pro-
gram are— 

‘‘(1) to increase capacity for food, garden, 
and nutrition education within host organi-
zations or entities and school cafeterias and 
in the classroom; 

‘‘(2) to complement and build on the efforts 
of the farm to school programs implemented 
under section 18(g) of the Richard B. Russell 
National School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 
1769(g)); 

‘‘(3) to complement efforts by the Depart-
ment and school food authorities to imple-
ment the school lunch program established 
under the Richard B. Russell National 
School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1751 et seq.) and 
the school breakfast program established by 
section 4 of the Child Nutrition Act of 1966 
(42 U.S.C. 1773); 

‘‘(4) to carry out activities that advance 
the nutritional health of children and nutri-
tion education in elementary schools and 
secondary schools (as those terms are de-
fined in section 9101 of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
7801)); and 

‘‘(5) to foster higher levels of community 
engagement and support the expansion of na-
tional service and volunteer opportunities. 

‘‘(c) GRANTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the Pro-

gram, the Director of the National Institute 
of Food and Agriculture shall make competi-
tive grants to eligible entities that carry out 
the purposes described in paragraphs (1) 
through (5) of subsection (b). 

‘‘(2) PRIORITIES.—In making grants under 
this section, the Secretary may consider 
projects that are carried out by entities 
that— 

‘‘(A) have a proven track record in car-
rying out the purposes described in sub-
section (b); 

‘‘(B) work in underserved rural and urban 
communities; 

‘‘(C) teach and engage children in experien-
tial learning about agriculture, gardening, 
nutrition, cooking, and where food comes 
from; and 

‘‘(D) facilitate a connection between ele-
mentary schools and secondary schools and 
agricultural producers in the local and re-
gional area. 

‘‘(d) ACCOUNTABILITY.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may re-

quire a partner organization or other quali-
fied entity to collect and report any data on 
the activities carried out under the Program, 
as determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) EVALUATION.—The Secretary shall— 
‘‘(A) conduct regular evaluations of the ac-

tivities carried out under the Program; and 
‘‘(B) submit to the Committee on Agri-

culture of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry of the Senate a report that in-
cludes a description of the results of each 
evaluation conducted under subparagraph 
(A). 

‘‘(e) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out the Program $25,000,000, to remain 
available until expended. 

‘‘(2) ADMINISTRATION.—Paragraphs (4), (7), 
(8), and (11)(B) of subsection (b) of the Com-
petitive, Special, and Facilities Research 
Grant Act (7 U.S.C. 450i(b)) shall apply with 
respect to the making of a competitive grant 
under this section. 

‘‘(3) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—Funds made 
available under paragraph (1) shall be used 
only to supplement, not to supplant, the 
amount of Federal funding otherwise ex-
pended for nutrition, research, and extension 
programs of the Department.’’. 
SEC. 4210. NUTRITION INFORMATION AND 

AWARENESS PILOT PROGRAM. 
Section 4403 of the Farm Security and 

Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 3171 
note; Public Law 107–171) is repealed. 
SEC. 4211. TERMINATION OF EXISTING AGREE-

MENT. 
Effective beginning on the date of the en-

actment of this Act, the memorandum of un-
derstanding entered into on July 22, 2004, by 
the Secretary of Agriculture of the United 
States Department of Agriculture and the 
Secretary of Foreign Affairs of the Republic 
of Mexico and known as the ‘‘Partnership for 
Nutrition Assistance Initiative’’ is null and 
void. 
SEC. 4212. REVIEW OF SOLE-SOURCE CONTRACTS 

IN FEDERAL NUTRITION PROGRAMS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-

duct an evaluation of sole-source contracts 
in Federal nutrition programs carried out by 
the Secretary, and the effect the contracts 
have on program participation, program 
goals, nonprogram consumers, retailers, and 
free market dynamics. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on Ag-
riculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
that describes the findings of the review con-
ducted under subsection (a). 
SEC. 4213. PULSE CROP PRODUCTS. 

(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to encourage greater awareness and inter-
est in the number and variety of pulse crop 
products available to schoolchildren, as rec-
ommended by the most recent Dietary 
Guidelines for Americans published under 
section 301 of the National Nutrition Moni-
toring and Related Research Act of 1990 (7 
U.S.C. 5341). 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ELIGIBLE PULSE CROP.—The term ‘‘eligi-

ble pulse crop’’ means dry beans, dry peas, 
lentils, and chickpeas. 

(2) PULSE CROP PRODUCT.—The term ‘‘pulse 
crop product’’ means a food product derived 
in whole or in part from an eligible pulse 
crop. 

(c) PURCHASE OF PULSE CROPS AND PULSE 
CROP PRODUCTS.—In addition to the com-
modities delivered under section 6 of the 
Richard B. Russell National School Lunch 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1755), subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations, the Secretary shall 
purchase eligible pulse crops and pulse crop 
products for use in— 

(1) the school lunch program established 
under the Richard B. Russell National 
School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1751 et seq.); and 

(2) the school breakfast program estab-
lished by section 4 of the Child Nutrition Act 
of 1966 (42 U.S.C. 1773). 

(d) EVALUATION.—Not later than Sep-
tember 30, 2016, the Secretary shall conduct 
an evaluation of the activities conducted 
under subsection (c), including— 

(1) an evaluation of whether children par-
ticipating in the school lunch and breakfast 
programs described in subsection (c) in-
creased overall consumption of eligible pulse 
crops as a result of the activities; 

(2) an evaluation of which eligible pulse 
crops and pulse crop products are most ac-

ceptable for use in the school lunch and 
breakfast programs; 

(3) any recommendations of the Secretary 
regarding the integration of the use of pulse 
crop products in carrying out the school 
lunch and breakfast programs; 

(4) an evaluation of any change in the nu-
trient composition in the school lunch and 
breakfast programs due to the activities; and 

(5) an evaluation of any other outcomes de-
termined to be appropriate by the Secretary. 

(e) REPORT.—As soon as practicable after 
the completion of the evaluation under sub-
section (d), the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry of the Senate and the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce of the 
House of Representative a report describing 
the results of the evaluation. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $10,000,000, to remain 
available until expended. 
SEC. 4214. PILOT PROJECT FOR CANNED, FRO-

ZEN, OR DRIED FRUITS AND VEGE-
TABLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
in the 2014-2015 school year, the Secretary 
shall carry out a pilot project in schools par-
ticipating in the Fresh Fruit and Vegetable 
Program under section 19 of the Richard B. 
Russell National School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 
1769a) (referred to in this section as the 
‘‘Program’’), in not less than 5 States, to 
evaluate the impact of allowing schools to 
offer canned, frozen, or dried fruits and vege-
tables as part of the Program. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall establish criteria for the con-
ditions under which canned, frozen, or dried 
fruits and vegetables may be offered, which 
shall be in accordance with the most recent 
Dietary Guidelines for Americans published 
under section 301 of the National Nutrition 
Monitoring and Related Research Act of 1990 
(7 U.S.C. 5341). 

(c) EVALUATION.—With respect to the pilot 
project, the Secretary shall evaluate— 

(1) the impacts on fruit and vegetable con-
sumption at the schools participating in the 
pilot project; 

(2) the impacts of the pilot project on 
school participation in the Program and op-
eration of the Program; 

(3) the implementation strategies used by 
the schools participating in the pilot project; 

(4) the acceptance of the pilot project by 
key stakeholders; and 

(5) such other outcomes as are determined 
by the Secretary. 

(d) REPORTS.— 
(1) INTERIM REPORT.—Not later than Janu-

ary 1, 2015, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committee on Education and Workforce of 
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry of the Senate a report that describes 
the results of the evaluation under sub-
section (c). 

(2) FINAL REPORT .—On completion of the 
pilot project, the Secretary shall submit to 
the Committee on Education and Workforce 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry of the Senate a report that de-
scribes the results of the evaluation under 
subsection (c). 

(e) NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY.—As soon as 
practicable after the date on which the Sec-
retary establishes the criteria for the pilot 
project under subsection (b), the Secretary 
shall notify potentially eligible schools of 
the potential eligibility of the schools for 
participation in the pilot project. 

(f) RELATIONSHIP TO FRESH FRUIT AND VEG-
ETABLE PROGRAM.—Nothing in this section 
permits a school that is not a part of the 
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pilot project to offer anything other than 
fresh fruits and vegetables through the Pro-
gram. 

(g) FUNDING.—The Secretary shall use 
$5,000,000 of amounts otherwise made avail-
able to the Secretary to carry out this sec-
tion. 

TITLE V—CREDIT 
Subtitle A—Farm Ownership Loans 

SEC. 5001. ELIGIBILITY FOR FARM OWNERSHIP 
LOANS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 302(a) of the Con-
solidated Farm and Rural Development Act 
(7 U.S.C. 1922(a)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The’’ and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(1) ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS.—The’’; 
(2) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘and 

limited liability companies’’ and inserting 
‘‘limited liability companies, and such other 
legal entities as the Secretary considers ap-
propriate,’’; 

(3) in the second sentence, by redesignating 
paragraphs (1) through (4) as subparagraphs 
(A) through (D), respectively; 

(4) in each of the second and third sen-
tences, by striking ‘‘and limited liability 
companies’’ each place it appears and insert-
ing ‘‘limited liability companies, and such 
other legal entities’’; 

(5) in the third sentence— 
(A) by striking ‘‘clause (3)’’ and inserting 

‘‘subparagraph (C)’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘clause (4)’’ and inserting 

‘‘subparagraph (D)’’; and 
(6) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULES.— 
‘‘(A) ELIGIBILITY OF CERTAIN OPERATING- 

ONLY ENTITIES.—An entity that is or will be-
come only the operator of a family farm 
shall be considered to meet the owner-oper-
ator requirements of paragraph (1) if the in-
dividuals that are the owners of the family 
farm own more than 50 percent (or such 
other percentage as the Secretary deter-
mines is appropriate) of the entity. 

‘‘(B) ELIGIBILITY OF CERTAIN EMBEDDED EN-
TITIES.—An entity that is an owner-operator 
described in paragraph (1), or an operator de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) of this paragraph 
that is owned, in whole or in part, by other 
entities, shall be considered to meet the di-
rect ownership requirement imposed under 
paragraph (1) if at least 75 percent of the 
ownership interests of each embedded entity 
of the entity is owned directly or indirectly 
by the individuals that own the family 
farm.’’. 

(b) DIRECT FARM OWNERSHIP EXPERIENCE 
REQUIREMENT.—Section 302(b)(1) of the Con-
solidated Farm and Rural Development Act 
(7 U.S.C. 1922(b)(1)) is amended in the matter 
preceding subparagraph (A) by inserting ‘‘or 
has other acceptable experience for a period 
of time, as determined by the Secretary,’’ 
after ‘‘3 years’’. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 304(c)(2) of the Consolidated 

Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1924(c)(2)) by striking ‘‘paragraphs (1) and (2) 
of section 302(a)’’ and inserting ‘‘subpara-
graphs (A) and (B) of section 302(a)(1)’’. 

(2) Section 310D(a) of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1934(a)) is amended in the second sentence— 

(A) by inserting after ‘‘partnership’’ the 
following: ‘‘, or such other legal entities as 
the Secretary considers appropriate,’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘or partners’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘partners, or owners’’. 
SEC. 5002. CONSERVATION LOAN AND LOAN 

GUARANTEE PROGRAM. 
(a) ELIGIBILITY.—Section 304(c) of the Con-

solidated Farm and Rural Development Act 
(7 U.S.C. 1924(c)) is amended by striking ‘‘or 
limited liability companies’’ and inserting 

‘‘limited liability companies, or such other 
legal entities as the Secretary considers ap-
propriate’’. 

(b) LIMITATIONS APPLICABLE TO LOAN GUAR-
ANTEES.—Section 304(e) of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1924(e)) is amended by striking ‘‘shall be 75 
percent of the principal amount of the loan.’’ 
and inserting ‘‘shall be— 

‘‘(1) 80 percent of the principal amount of 
the loan; or 

‘‘(2) in the case of a producer that is a 
qualified socially disadvantaged farmer or 
rancher or a beginning farmer or rancher, 90 
percent of the principal amount of the 
loan.’’. 

(c) EXTENSION OF PROGRAM.—Section 304 of 
the Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop-
ment Act (7 U.S.C. 1924) is amended by strik-
ing subsection (h) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section 
$150,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 5003. JOINT FINANCING ARRANGEMENTS. 

Section 307(a)(3) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1927(a)(3)) is amended by striking subpara-
graph (D) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(D) JOINT FINANCING ARRANGEMENTS.—If a 
direct farm ownership loan is made under 
this subtitle as part of a joint financing ar-
rangement and the amount of the direct 
farm ownership loan does not exceed 50 per-
cent of the total principal amount financed 
under the arrangement, the interest rate on 
the direct farm ownership loan shall be a 
rate equal to the greater of— 

‘‘(i) the difference between— 
‘‘(I) 2 percent; and 
‘‘(II) the interest rate for farm ownership 

loans under this subtitle; or 
‘‘(ii) 2.5 percent.’’. 

SEC. 5004. ELIMINATION OF MINERAL RIGHTS AP-
PRAISAL REQUIREMENT. 

Section 307 of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1927) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (d); and 
(2) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-

section (d). 
SEC. 5005. DOWN PAYMENT LOAN PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 310E(b)(1)(C) of 
the Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop-
ment Act (7 U.S.C. 1935(b)(1)(C)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘$500,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$667,000’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—Section 
310E(b) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1935(b)) is amend-
ed by striking paragraph (2) (as added by sec-
tion 7(a) of Public Law 102–554; 106 Stat. 
4145). 

Subtitle B—Operating Loans 
SEC. 5101. ELIGIBILITY FOR FARM OPERATING 

LOANS. 
Section 311(a) of the Consolidated Farm 

and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1941(a)) 
is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The’’ and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(1) ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS.—The’’; 
(2) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘and 

limited liability companies’’ and inserting ‘‘ 
limited liability companies, and such other 
legal entities as the Secretary considers ap-
propriate,’’; 

(3) in the second sentence, by redesignating 
paragraphs (1) through (4) as subparagraphs 
(A) through (D), respectively; 

(4) in each of the second and third sen-
tences, by striking ‘‘and limited liability 
companies’’ each place it appears and insert-
ing ‘‘limited liability companies, and such 
other legal entities’’; 

(5) in the third sentence— 
(A) by striking ‘‘clause (3)’’ and inserting 

‘‘subparagraph (C)’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘clause (4)’’ and inserting 

‘‘subparagraph (D)’’; and 
(6) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) SPECIAL RULE.—An entity that is an 

operator described in paragraph (1) that is 
owned, in whole or in part, by other entities, 
shall be considered to meet the direct owner-
ship requirement imposed under paragraph 
(1) if at least 75 percent of the ownership in-
terests of each embedded entity of the entity 
is owned directly or indirectly by the indi-
viduals that own the family farm.’’. 

SEC. 5102. ELIMINATION OF RURAL RESIDENCY 
REQUIREMENT FOR OPERATING 
LOANS TO YOUTH. 

Section 311(b)(1) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1941(b)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘who are 
rural residents’’. 

SEC. 5103. DEFAULTS BY YOUTH LOAN BOR-
ROWERS. 

Section 311(b) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1941(b)) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(5) EQUITABLE CONSIDERATIONS FOR DE-
FAULT.— 

‘‘(A) DEBT FORGIVENESS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may, on a 

case-by-case basis, provide debt forgiveness 
to a borrower for a loan made under this sub-
section if the borrower was unable to timely 
repay the loan due to circumstances beyond 
the control of the borrower, as determined 
by the Secretary, including any natural dis-
aster, act of terrorism, or other man-made 
disaster that results in an inordinate level of 
damage or disruption severely affecting the 
borrower. 

‘‘(ii) ELIGIBILITY FOR FUTURE LOANS.—Not-
withstanding any other provision of law, 
debt forgiveness provided under this subpara-
graph shall not be used by any Federal agen-
cy in determining the eligibility of the bor-
rower for any loan made or guaranteed by 
the agency. 

‘‘(B) EDUCATION LOANS.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, if a borrower be-
comes delinquent or is provided with debt 
forgiveness with respect to a youth loan 
made under this subsection, the borrower 
shall not become ineligible, as a result of the 
delinquency or debt forgiveness, to receive 
loans and loan guarantees from the Federal 
Government to pay for education expenses of 
the borrower.’’. 

SEC. 5104. TERM LIMITS ON DIRECT OPERATING 
LOANS. 

Section 311(c) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1941(c)) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(5) ANNUAL REPORT ON TERM LIMITS ON DI-
RECT OPERATING LOANS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre-
pare a report annually that describes— 

‘‘(i) the status of the direct operating loan 
program of the Department of Agriculture; 
and 

‘‘(ii) the impact of term limits on direct 
loan borrowers. 

‘‘(B) DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The report shall provide 

a demographic breakdown, on a State-by- 
State basis, of— 

‘‘(I) all direct loan borrowers; and 
‘‘(II) borrowers that have reached the eligi-

bility limit for direct lending programs dur-
ing the previous calendar year. 

‘‘(ii) DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION.—The 
available demographic information shall in-
clude, to the maximum extent practicable, a 
description of race or ethnicity, gender, age, 
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type of farm or ranch, financial classifica-
tion, number of years of indebtedness, vet-
eran status, and other similar information, 
as determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(C) ADDITIONAL CONTENT.—In addition to 
information described in subparagraph (B), 
the report shall provide— 

‘‘(i) a demographic analysis of the bor-
rowers impacted by term limits; 

‘‘(ii) information on the conditions impact-
ing the direct lending portfolio of the De-
partment of Agriculture, including impacts 
by region and agriculture sector, and credit 
availability within those regions and sectors; 

‘‘(iii) to the maximum extent practicable, 
information on the status of borrower oper-
ations impacted by term limits; and 

‘‘(iv) recommendations, if appropriate, to 
address any identifiable unmet credit needs. 

‘‘(D) SUBMISSION.—The Secretary shall— 
‘‘(i) annually submit to the Committee on 

Agriculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate a copy of 
the report; and 

‘‘(ii) make the report available to the pub-
lic, including posting the report on the 
website of the Department of Agriculture.’’. 
SEC. 5105. VALUATION OF LOCAL OR REGIONAL 

CROPS. 
Section 312 of the Consolidated Farm and 

Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1942) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(e) VALUATION OF LOCAL OR REGIONAL 
CROPS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de-
velop ways to determine unit prices (or other 
appropriate forms of valuation) for crops and 
other agricultural products, the end use of 
which is intended to be in locally or region-
ally produced agricultural food products, to 
facilitate lending to local and regional food 
producers. 

‘‘(2) PRICE HISTORY.—The Secretary shall 
implement a mechanism for local and re-
gional food producers to establish price his-
tory for the crops and other agricultural 
products produced by local and regional food 
producers.’’. 
SEC. 5106. MICROLOANS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 313 of the Con-
solidated Farm and Rural Development Act 
(7 U.S.C. 1943) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(c) MICROLOANS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

the Secretary may establish a program to 
make or guarantee microloans. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATIONS.—The Secretary shall not 
make or guarantee a microloan under this 
subsection that would cause the total prin-
cipal indebtedness outstanding at any 1 time 
for microloans made under this title to any 
1 borrower to exceed $50,000. 

‘‘(3) APPLICATIONS.—To the maximum ex-
tent practicable, the Secretary shall limit 
the administrative burdens and streamline 
the application and approval process for 
microloans under this subsection. 

‘‘(4) COOPERATIVE LENDING PILOT 
PROJECTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), during each of the 2014 through 2018 fis-
cal years, the Secretary may carry out a 
pilot project to make loans to community 
development financial institutions, as the 
Secretary determines appropriate— 

‘‘(i) to make or guarantee microloans con-
sistent with the terms provided under this 
subsection; and 

‘‘(ii) to provide business, financial, mar-
keting, and credit management services to 
microloan borrowers. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENTS.—Prior to making a 
loan to an institution described in subpara-
graph (A), the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(i) review and approve— 

‘‘(I) the loan loss reserve fund for 
microloans established by the institution; 
and 

‘‘(II) the underwriting standards for 
microloans of the institution; and 

‘‘(ii) establish such other requirements for 
making a loan to the institution as the Sec-
retary determines necessary. 

‘‘(C) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible for a loan 
under subparagraph (A), an institution de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) shall, as deter-
mined by the Secretary— 

‘‘(i) have the legal authority necessary to 
carry out the actions described in subpara-
graph (A); 

‘‘(ii) have a proven track record of success-
fully assisting agricultural borrowers; and 

‘‘(iii) have the services of a staff with ap-
propriate loan making and servicing exper-
tise. 

‘‘(D) OVERSIGHT.—Not less often than an-
nually, on a date determined by the Sec-
retary, an institution that has a loan under 
this paragraph shall provide to the Secretary 
such information as the Secretary may re-
quire to ensure that the services provided by 
the institution are serving the purposes of 
this subsection. 

‘‘(E) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not 
make more than $10,000,000 in loans under 
this paragraph in any fiscal year.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 311(c) of the Consolidated Farm 

and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1941(c)) 
is amended by striking paragraph (2) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(2) DEFINITION OF DIRECT OPERATING 
LOAN.—In this subsection, the term ‘direct 
operating loan’ does not include— 

‘‘(A) a loan made to a youth under sub-
section (b); or 

‘‘(B) a microloan made to a beginning 
farmer or rancher or a veteran farmer or 
rancher (as defined in section 2501(e) of the 
Food, Agriculture, Conservation, and Trade 
Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 2279(e)).’’. 

(2) Section 312(a) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1942(a)) 
is amended in the matter preceding para-
graph (1) by inserting ‘‘(including a 
microloan, as defined by the Secretary)’’ 
after ‘‘A direct loan’’. 

(3) Section 316(a)(2) of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1946(a)(2)) is amended in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A) by inserting ‘‘a 
microloan to a beginning farmer or rancher 
or veteran farmer or rancher (as defined in 
section 2501(e) of the Food, Agriculture, Con-
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
2279(e)), or’’ after ‘‘The interest rate on’’. 
SEC. 5107. TERM LIMITS ON GUARANTEED OPER-

ATING LOANS. 
Section 319 of the Consolidated Farm and 

Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1949) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘(a) GRAD-
UATION PLAN.—’’; and 

(2) by striking subsection (b). 
Subtitle C—Emergency Loans 

SEC. 5201. ELIGIBILITY FOR EMERGENCY LOANS. 
Section 321(a) of the Consolidated Farm 

and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1961(a)) 
is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘owner-operators (in the 
case of loans for a purpose under subtitle A) 
or operators (in the case of loans for a pur-
pose under subtitle B)’’ each place it appears 
and inserting ‘‘(in the case of farm ownership 
loans in accordance with subtitle A) owner- 
operators or operators, or (in the case of 
loans for a purpose under subtitle B) opera-
tors’’; 

(2) in the first sentence— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘, or such other legal enti-

ties as the Secretary considers appropriate’’ 
after ‘‘limited liability companies’’ the first 
place it appears; 

(B) by inserting ‘‘, or other legal entities’’ 
after ‘‘limited liability companies’’ the sec-
ond place it appears; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘and limited liability com-
panies,’’ and inserting ‘‘limited liability 
companies, and such other legal entities’’; 

(3) in the second sentence, by striking 
‘‘ownership and operator’’ and inserting 
‘‘ownership or operator’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘An 
entity that is an owner-operator or operator 
described in this subsection shall be consid-
ered to meet the direct ownership require-
ment imposed under this subsection if at 
least 75 percent of the ownership interests of 
each embedded entity of the entity is owned 
directly or indirectly by the individuals that 
own the family farm.’’. 

Subtitle D—Administrative Provisions 
SEC. 5301. BEGINNING FARMER AND RANCHER 

INDIVIDUAL DEVELOPMENT AC-
COUNTS PILOT PROGRAM. 

Section 333B(h) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1983b(h)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 5302. FARMER LOAN PILOT PROJECTS. 

Subtitle D of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act is amended by in-
serting after section 333C (7 U.S.C. 1983c) the 
following: 
‘‘SEC. 333D. FARMER LOAN PILOT PROJECTS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may con-
duct pilot projects of limited scope and dura-
tion that are consistent with subtitle A 
through this subtitle to evaluate processes 
and techniques that may improve the effi-
ciency and effectiveness of the programs car-
ried out under subtitle A through this sub-
title. 

‘‘(b) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall— 
‘‘(1) not less than 60 days before the date 

on which the Secretary initiates a pilot 
project under subsection (a), submit notice 
of the proposed pilot project to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen-
ate; and 

‘‘(2) consider any recommendations or 
feedback provided to the Secretary in re-
sponse to the notice provided under para-
graph (1).’’. 
SEC. 5303. DEFINITION OF QUALIFIED BEGIN-

NING FARMER OR RANCHER. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 343(a)(11) of the 

Consolidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1991(a)(11)) is amended in sub-
paragraphs (C) and (D)— 

(1) by striking ‘‘or joint operation,’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘joint oper-
ation, or such other legal entity as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate,’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘or joint operators,’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘joint opera-
tors, or owners,’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘cor-
poration, has stockholders,’’ each place it 
appears in clauses (i)(II)(bb) and (ii)(II)(bb) 
and inserting ‘‘cooperative, corporation, 
partnership, joint operation, or other such 
legal entity as the Secretary considers ap-
propriate, has members, stockholders, part-
ners, or joint operators,’’. 

(b) MODIFICATION OF ACREAGE OWNERSHIP 
LIMITATION.—Section 343(a)(11)(F) of the Con-
solidated Farm and Rural Development Act 
(7 U.S.C. 1991(a)(11)(F)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘median acreage’’ and inserting ‘‘average 
acreage’’. 
SEC. 5304. LOAN AUTHORIZATION LEVELS. 

Section 346(b)(1) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1994(b)(1)) is amended in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A) by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
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SEC. 5305. LOAN FUND SET-ASIDES. 

Section 346(b)(2)(A)(ii)(III) of the Consoli-
dated Farm and Rural Development Act (7 
U.S.C. 1994(b)(2)(A)(ii)(III)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 
and 

(2) by striking ‘‘of the total amount’’. 
SEC. 5306. BORROWER TRAINING. 

Section 359(c)(2) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
2006a(c)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘section 
302(a)(2) or 311(a)(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 
302(a)(1)(B) or 311(a)(1)(B)’’. 

Subtitle E—Miscellaneous 
SEC. 5401. STATE AGRICULTURAL MEDIATION 

PROGRAMS. 
Section 506 of the Agricultural Credit Act 

of 1987 (7 U.S.C. 5106) is amended by striking 
‘‘2015’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 5402. LOANS TO PURCHASERS OF HIGHLY 

FRACTIONATED LAND. 
The first section of Public Law 91–229 (25 

U.S.C. 488) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a), in the first sentence, 

by striking ‘‘loans from’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘1929)’’ and inserting ‘‘direct loans 
in a manner consistent with direct loans pur-
suant to subtitle D of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1981 et 
seq.)’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(1)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘pursuant to section 205(c) 

of the Indian Land Consolidation Act (25 
U.S.C. 2204(c))’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘or to intermediaries in 
order to establish revolving loan funds for 
the purchase of highly fractionated land 
under that section’’ before the period at the 
end. 
SEC. 5403. REMOVAL OF DUPLICATIVE APPRAIS-

ALS. 
Notwithstanding any other law (including 

regulations), in making loans under the first 
section of Public Law 91–229 (25 U.S.C. 488), 
borrowers who are Indian tribes, members of 
Indian tribes, or tribal corporations shall 
only be required to obtain 1 appraisal under 
an appraisal standard recognized as of the 
date of enactment of this Act by the Sec-
retary or the Secretary of the Interior. 
SEC. 5404. COMPENSATION DISCLOSURE BY 

FARM CREDIT SYSTEM INSTITU-
TIONS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that — 
(1) the reasonable disclosure to stock-

holders by Farm Credit System institutions 
regarding the compensation of Farm Credit 
System institution senior officers is bene-
ficial to stockholders’ understanding of the 
operation of their institutions; 

(2) transparency regarding compensation 
practices reinforces the cooperative nature 
of Farm Credit System institutions; 

(3) the unique cooperative structure of the 
Farm Credit System should be considered 
when promulgating rules; 

(4) the participation of stockholders in the 
election of the boards of directors of Farm 
Credit System institutions provides stock-
holders the opportunity to participate in the 
management of their institutions; 

(5) as representatives of stockholders, the 
boards of directors of Farm Credit System 
institutions importantly establish and over-
see the compensation practices of Farm 
Credit System institutions to ensure the safe 
and sound operation of those institutions; 
and 

(6) any regulation should strengthen and 
not hinder the ability of Farm Credit System 
boards of directors to oversee compensation 
practices. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—Not later than 60 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Farm Credit Administration shall review 
its rules to reflect Congressional intent that 
a primary responsibility of the boards of di-

rectors of Farm Credit System institutions, 
as elected representatives of their stock-
holders, is to oversee compensation prac-
tices. 

TITLE VI—RURAL DEVELOPMENT 
Subtitle A—Consolidated Farm and Rural 

Development Act 
SEC. 6001. WATER, WASTE DISPOSAL, AND WASTE-

WATER FACILITY GRANTS. 
Section 306(a)(2)(B)(vii) of the Consolidated 

Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1926(a)(2)(B)(vii)) is amended by striking 
‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 6002. ELIMINATION OF RESERVATION OF 

COMMUNITY FACILITIES GRANT 
PROGRAM FUNDS. 

Section 306(a)(19) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1926(a)(19)) is amended by striking subpara-
graph (C). 
SEC. 6003. RURAL WATER AND WASTEWATER CIR-

CUIT RIDER PROGRAM. 
Section 306(a) of the Consolidated Farm 

and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1926(a)) 
is amended by striking paragraph (22) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(22) RURAL WATER AND WASTEWATER CIR-
CUIT RIDER PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
tinue a national rural water and wastewater 
circuit rider program that— 

‘‘(i) is consistent with the activities and 
results of the program conducted before the 
date of enactment of this clause, as deter-
mined by the Secretary; and 

‘‘(ii) receives funding from the Secretary, 
acting through the Rural Utilities Service. 

‘‘(B) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this paragraph $20,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2014 and each fiscal year thereafter.’’. 
SEC. 6004. USE OF LOAN GUARANTEES FOR COM-

MUNITY FACILITIES. 
Section 306(a)(24) of the Consolidated Farm 

and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1926(a)(24)) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(C) USE OF LOAN GUARANTEES FOR COMMU-
NITY FACILITIES.—The Secretary shall con-
sider the benefits to communities that result 
from using loan guarantees in carrying out 
the community facilities program and, to 
the maximum extent practicable, use guar-
antees to enhance community involve-
ment.’’. 
SEC. 6005. TRIBAL COLLEGE AND UNIVERSITY ES-

SENTIAL COMMUNITY FACILITIES. 
Section 306(a)(25)(C) of the Consolidated 

Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1926(a)(25)(C)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 6006. ESSENTIAL COMMUNITY FACILITIES 

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND 
TRAINING. 

Section 306(a) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1926(a)) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(26) ESSENTIAL COMMUNITY FACILITIES 
TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND TRAINING.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 
make grants to public bodies and private 
nonprofit corporations (such as States, coun-
ties, cities, townships, and incorporated 
towns and villages, boroughs, authorities, 
districts, and Indian tribes on Federal and 
State reservations) that will serve rural 
areas for the purpose of enabling the public 
bodies and private nonprofit corporations to 
provide to associations described in para-
graph (1) technical assistance and training, 
with respect to essential community facili-
ties programs authorized under this sub-
section— 

‘‘(i) to assist communities in identifying 
and planning for community facility needs; 

‘‘(ii) to identify public and private re-
sources to finance community facility needs; 

‘‘(iii) to prepare reports and surveys nec-
essary to request financial assistance to de-
velop community facilities; 

‘‘(iv) to prepare applications for financial 
assistance; 

‘‘(v) to improve the management, includ-
ing financial management, related to the op-
eration of community facilities; or 

‘‘(vi) to assist with other areas of need 
identified by the Secretary. 

‘‘(B) SELECTION PRIORITY.—In selecting re-
cipients of grants under this paragraph, the 
Secretary shall give priority to private, non-
profit, or public organizations that have ex-
perience in providing technical assistance 
and training to rural entities. 

‘‘(C) FUNDING.—Not less than 3 nor more 
than 5 percent of any funds appropriated to 
carry out each of the essential community 
facilities grant, loan and loan guarantee pro-
grams as authorized under this subsection 
for a fiscal year shall be reserved for grants 
under this paragraph.’’. 
SEC. 6007. EMERGENCY AND IMMINENT COMMU-

NITY WATER ASSISTANCE GRANT 
PROGRAM. 

Section 306A(i)(2) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1926a(i)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 6008. WATER SYSTEMS FOR RURAL AND NA-

TIVE VILLAGES IN ALASKA. 
Section 306D(d)(1) of the Consolidated 

Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1926d(d)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 6009. HOUSEHOLD WATER WELL SYSTEMS. 

Section 306E(d) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1926e(d)) is amended by striking ‘‘$10,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2008 through 2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$5,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018’’. 
SEC. 6010. RURAL BUSINESS AND INDUSTRY 

LOAN PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 310B(a)(2)(A) of 

the Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop-
ment Act (7 U.S.C. 1932(a)(2)(A)) is amended 
by inserting ‘‘(including through the financ-
ing of working capital)’’ after ‘‘employ-
ment’’. 

(b) GREATER FLEXIBILITY FOR ADEQUATE 
COLLATERAL THROUGH ACCOUNTS RECEIV-
ABLE.—Section 310B(g)(7) of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1932(g)(7)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘In determining’’ and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In determining’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE.—In the discre-

tion of the Secretary, if the Secretary deter-
mines that the action would not create or 
otherwise contribute to an unreasonable risk 
of default or loss to the Federal Government, 
the Secretary may take accounts receivable 
as security for the obligations entered into 
in connection with loans and a borrower may 
use accounts receivable as collateral to se-
cure a loan made or guaranteed under this 
subsection.’’. 

(c) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall promulgate such regulations 
as are necessary to implement the amend-
ments made by this section. 
SEC. 6011. SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT GRANTS. 

Section 310B(b) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1932(b)) 
is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ and by in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following 
‘‘(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $10,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 
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SEC. 6012. RURAL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT 

GRANTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 310B of the Con-

solidated Farm and Rural Development Act 
(7 U.S.C. 1932) is amended by striking sub-
section (c) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(c) RURAL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT 
GRANTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may make 
grants under this subsection to eligible enti-
ties described in paragraph (2) in rural areas 
that primarily serve rural areas for purposes 
described in paragraph (3). 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—The Secretary 
may make grants under this subsection to— 

‘‘(A) governmental entities; 
‘‘(B) Indian tribes; and 
‘‘(C) nonprofit entities. 
‘‘(3) ELIGIBLE PURPOSES FOR GRANTS.—Eli-

gible entities that receive grants under this 
subsection may use the grant funds for— 

‘‘(A) business opportunity projects that— 
‘‘(i) identify and analyze business opportu-

nities; 
‘‘(ii) identify, train, and provide technical 

assistance to existing or prospective rural 
entrepreneurs and managers; 

‘‘(iii) assist in the establishment of new 
rural businesses and the maintenance of ex-
isting businesses, including through business 
support centers; 

‘‘(iv) conduct regional, community, and 
local economic development planning and 
coordination, and leadership development; 
and 

‘‘(v) establish centers for training, tech-
nology, and trade that will provide training 
to rural businesses in the use of interactive 
communications technologies to develop 
international trade opportunities and mar-
kets; and 

‘‘(B) projects that support the development 
of business enterprises that finance or facili-
tate— 

‘‘(i) the development of small and emerg-
ing private business enterprise; 

‘‘(ii) the establishment, expansion, and op-
eration of rural distance learning networks; 

‘‘(iii) the development of rural learning 
programs that provide educational instruc-
tion or job training instruction related to 
potential employment or job advancement to 
adult students; and 

‘‘(iv) the provision of technical assistance 
and training to rural communities for the 
purpose of improving passenger transpor-
tation services or facilities. 

‘‘(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to 

be appropriated to the Secretary to carry 
out this subsection $65,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2014 through 2018, to remain avail-
able until expended. 

‘‘(B) ALLOCATION.—Of the funds made 
available under subparagraph (A) for a fiscal 
year, not more than 10 percent shall be used 
for the purposes described in paragraph 
(3)(A).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
306(a) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1926(a)) is amend-
ed by striking paragraph (11). 
SEC. 6013. RURAL COOPERATIVE DEVELOPMENT 

GRANTS. 
Section 310B(e) of the Consolidated Farm 

and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1932(e)) 
is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (12) as para-
graph (13); 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (11) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(12) INTERAGENCY WORKING GROUP.—Not 
later than 90 days after the date of enact-
ment of the Agricultural Act of 2014, the Sec-
retary shall coordinate and chair an inter-
agency working group to foster cooperative 
development and ensure coordination with 
Federal agencies and national and local co-

operative organizations that have coopera-
tive programs and interests.’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (13) (as so redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘$50,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2008 through 2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘$40,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018’’. 
SEC. 6014. LOCALLY OR REGIONALLY PRODUCED 

AGRICULTURAL FOOD PRODUCTS. 
Section 310B(g)(9)(B)(v)(I) of the Consoli-

dated Farm and Rural Development Act (7 
U.S.C. 1932(g)(9)(B)(v)(I)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 6015. APPROPRIATE TECHNOLOGY TRANS-

FER FOR RURAL AREAS PROGRAM. 
Section 310B(i)(4) of the Consolidated Farm 

and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
1932(i)(4)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 6016. RURAL ECONOMIC AREA PARTNER-

SHIP ZONES. 
Section 310B(j) of the Consolidated Farm 

and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1932(j)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 6017. INTERMEDIARY RELENDING PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle A of the Consoli-

dated Farm and Rural Development Act (7 
U.S.C. 1922 et seq.) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 310H. INTERMEDIARY RELENDING PRO-

GRAM. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 

make or guarantee loans to eligible entities 
described in subsection (b) so that the eligi-
ble entities may relend the funds to individ-
uals and entities for the purposes described 
in subsection (c). 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—Entities eligible 
for loans and loan guarantees described in 
subsection (a) are— 

‘‘(1) public agencies; 
‘‘(2) Indian tribes; 
‘‘(3) cooperatives; and 
‘‘(4) nonprofit corporations. 
‘‘(c) ELIGIBLE PURPOSES.—The proceeds 

from loans made or guaranteed by the Sec-
retary pursuant to subsection (a) may be re-
lent by eligible entities for projects that— 

‘‘(1) predominately serve communities in 
rural areas; and 

‘‘(2) as determined by the Secretary— 
‘‘(A) promote community development; 
‘‘(B) establish new businesses; 
‘‘(C) establish and support microlending 

programs; and 
‘‘(D) create or retain employment opportu-

nities. 
‘‘(d) LIMITATION.—The Secretary shall not 

make loans under section 623(a) of the Com-
munity Economic Development Act of 1981 
(42 U.S.C. 9812(a)). 

‘‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $25,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 
1323(b)(2) of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(Public Law 99–198; 7 U.S.C. 1932 note) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by adding ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
and inserting a period; and 

(3) by striking subparagraph (C). 
SEC. 6018. RURAL COLLEGE COORDINATED 

STRATEGY. 
Section 331 of the Consolidated Farm and 

Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1981) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(d) RURAL COLLEGE COORDINATED STRAT-
EGY.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de-
velop a coordinated strategy across the rel-
evant programs within the Rural Develop-
ment mission areas to serve the specific, 

local needs of rural communities when mak-
ing investments in rural community colleges 
and technical colleges through other au-
thorities in effect on the date of enactment 
of this subsection. 

‘‘(2) CONSULTATION.—In developing a co-
ordinated strategy, the Secretary shall con-
sult with groups representing rural-serving 
community colleges and technical colleges 
to coordinate critical investments in rural 
community colleges and technical colleges 
involved in workforce training. 

‘‘(3) ADMINISTRATION.—Nothing in this sub-
section provides a priority for funding under 
authorities in effect on the date of enact-
ment of this subsection. 

‘‘(4) USE.—The Secretary shall use the co-
ordinated strategy and information devel-
oped for the strategy to more effectively 
serve rural communities with respect to in-
vestments in community colleges and tech-
nical colleges.’’. 
SEC. 6019. RURAL WATER AND WASTE DISPOSAL 

INFRASTRUCTURE. 
Section 333 of the Consolidated Farm and 

Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1983) is 
amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘require’’; 

(2) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘require’’ 
after ‘‘(1)’’; 

(3) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘, re-
quire’’ after ‘‘314’’; 

(4) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘require’’ 
after ‘‘loans,’’; 

(5) in paragraph (4)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘require’’ after ‘‘(4)’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon; 
(6) in paragraph (5)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘require’’ after ‘‘(5)’’; and 
(B) by striking the period at the end and 

inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(7) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(6) in the case of water and waste disposal 

direct and guaranteed loans provided under 
section 306, encourage, to the maximum ex-
tent practicable, private or cooperative lend-
ers to finance rural water and waste disposal 
facilities by— 

‘‘(A) maximizing the use of loan guaran-
tees to finance eligible projects in rural com-
munities in which the population exceeds 
5,500; 

‘‘(B) maximizing the use of direct loans to 
finance eligible projects in rural commu-
nities if the impact on ratepayers will be ma-
terial when compared to financing with a 
loan guarantee; 

‘‘(C) establishing and applying a materi-
ality standard when determining the dif-
ference in impact on ratepayers between a 
direct loan and a loan guarantee; 

‘‘(D) in the case of projects that require in-
terim financing in excess of $500,000, requir-
ing that the projects initially seek the fi-
nancing from private or cooperative lenders; 
and 

‘‘(E) determining if an existing direct loan 
borrower can refinance with a private or co-
operative lender, including with a loan guar-
antee, prior to providing a new direct loan.’’. 
SEC. 6020. SIMPLIFIED APPLICATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 333A of the Con-
solidated Farm and Rural Development Act 
(7 U.S.C. 1983a) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(h) SIMPLIFIED APPLICATION FORMS.—Ex-
cept as provided in subsection (g)(2), the Sec-
retary shall, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, develop a simplified application 
process, including a single page application 
if practicable, for grants and relending au-
thorized under sections 306, 306C, 306D, 306E, 
310B(b), 310B(c), 310B(e), 310B(f), 310H, 379B, 
and 379E.’’. 

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
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Act, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen-
ate a report that contains an evaluation of 
the implementation of the amendment made 
by subsection (a). 
SEC. 6021. NATIONAL RURAL DEVELOPMENT 

PARTNERSHIP. 
Section 378 of the Consolidated Farm and 

Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 2008m) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (g)(1), by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) in subsection (h), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 6022. GRANTS FOR NOAA WEATHER RADIO 

TRANSMITTERS. 
Section 379B(d) of the Consolidated Farm 

and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
2008p(d)) is amended by striking subsection 
(d) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $1,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 6023. RURAL MICROENTREPRENEUR ASSIST-

ANCE PROGRAM. 
Section 379E(d) of the Consolidated Farm 

and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
2008s(d)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 

after the semicolon at the end; 
(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) $3,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 

through 2018.’’; and 
(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 

inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 6024. HEALTH CARE SERVICES. 

Section 379G(e) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
2008u(e)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 6025. STRATEGIC ECONOMIC AND COMMU-

NITY DEVELOPMENT. 
Subtitle D of the Consolidated Farm and 

Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1981 et seq.) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 379H. STRATEGIC ECONOMIC AND COMMU-

NITY DEVELOPMENT. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of any rural 

development program described in sub-
section (d)(2), the Secretary may give pri-
ority to an application for a project that, as 
determined and approved by the Secretary— 

‘‘(1) meets the applicable eligibility re-
quirements of this title; 

‘‘(2) will be carried out solely in a rural 
area; and 

‘‘(3) supports strategic community and eco-
nomic development plans on a multijuris-
dictional basis. 

‘‘(b) RURAL AREA.—For purposes of sub-
section (a)(2), the Secretary shall consider 
an application to be for a project that will be 
carried out solely in a rural area only if— 

‘‘(1) in the case of an application for a 
project in the rural community facilities 
category described in subsection (d)(2)(A), 
the project will be carried out in a rural area 
described in section 343(a)(13)(C)); 

‘‘(2) in the case of an application for a 
project in the rural utilities category de-
scribed in subsection (d)(2)(B), the project 
will be carried out in a rural area described 
in section 343(a)(13)(B); and 

‘‘(3) in the case of an application for a 
project in the rural business and cooperative 
development category described in sub-
section (d)(2)(C), the project will be carried 
out in a rural area described in section 
343(a)(13)(A). 

‘‘(c) EVALUATION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In evaluating strategic 
applications, the Secretary shall give a high-
er priority to strategic applications for a 
plan described in subsection (a) that dem-
onstrates to the Secretary— 

‘‘(A) the plan was developed through the 
collaboration of multiple stakeholders in the 
service area of the plan, including the par-
ticipation of combinations of stakeholders 
such as State, local, and tribal governments, 
nonprofit institutions, institutions of higher 
education, and private entities; 

‘‘(B) an understanding of the applicable re-
gional resources that could support the plan, 
including natural resources, human re-
sources, infrastructure, and financial re-
sources; 

‘‘(C) investment from other Federal agen-
cies; 

‘‘(D) investment from philanthropic orga-
nizations; and 

‘‘(E) clear objectives for the plan and the 
ability to establish measurable performance 
measures and to track progress toward meet-
ing the objectives. 

‘‘(2) CONSISTENCY WITH PLANS.—Applica-
tions involving State, county, municipal, or 
tribal governments shall include an indica-
tion of consistency with an adopted regional 
economic or community development plan. 

‘‘(d) FUNDS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (3) 

and subsection (e), the Secretary may re-
serve for projects that support multijuris-
dictional strategic community and economic 
development plans described in subsection 
(a) an amount that does not exceed 10 per-
cent of the funds made available for a fiscal 
year for a functional category described in 
paragraph (2). 

‘‘(2) FUNCTIONAL CATEGORIES.—The func-
tional categories described in this subsection 
are the following: 

‘‘(A) RURAL COMMUNITY FACILITIES CAT-
EGORY.—The rural community facilities cat-
egory consists of all amounts made available 
for community facility grants and direct and 
guaranteed loans under paragraph (1), (19), 
(20), (21), (24), or (25) of section 306(a). 

‘‘(B) RURAL UTILITIES CATEGORY.—The rural 
utilities category consists of all amounts 
made available for— 

‘‘(i) water or waste disposal grants or di-
rect or guaranteed loans under paragraph (1), 
(2), or (24) of section 306(a); 

‘‘(ii) rural water or wastewater technical 
assistance and training grants under section 
306(a)(14); 

‘‘(iii) emergency community water assist-
ance grants under section 306A; or 

‘‘(iv) solid waste management grants under 
section 310B(b). 

‘‘(C) RURAL BUSINESS AND COOPERATIVE DE-
VELOPMENT CATEGORY.—The rural business 
and cooperative development category con-
sists of all amounts made available for— 

‘‘(i) business and industry direct and guar-
anteed loans under section 310B(a)(2)(A); or 

‘‘(ii) rural business development grants 
under section 310B(c). 

‘‘(3) PERIOD.—The reservation of funds de-
scribed in paragraph (2) may only extend 
through June 30 of the fiscal year in which 
the funds were first made available. 

‘‘(e) APPROVED APPLICATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Any applicant who sub-

mitted a rural development application that 
was approved before the date of enactment of 
this section may amend the application to 
qualify for the funds reserved under sub-
section (d)(1). 

‘‘(2) RURAL UTILITIES.—Any rural develop-
ment application authorized under section 
306(a)(2), 306(a)(14), 306(a)(24), 306A, or 310B(b) 
and approved by the Secretary before the 
date of enactment of this section shall be eli-
gible for the funds reserved under subsection 
(d)(1) on the same basis as the applications 

submitted under this section until Sep-
tember 30, 2016.’’. 
SEC. 6026. DELTA REGIONAL AUTHORITY. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 382M(a) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 2009aa– 
12(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—Section 
382N of the Consolidated Farm and Rural De-
velopment Act (7 U.S.C. 2009aa–13) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 6027. NORTHERN GREAT PLAINS REGIONAL 

AUTHORITY. 
(a) AUDIT.—Section 383L(c) of the Consoli-

dated Farm and Rural Development Ac (7 
U.S.C. 2009bb-10(c)) is amended by inserting 
‘‘for any fiscal year for which funds are ap-
propriated’’ after ‘‘annual basis’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 383N(a) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 2009bb– 
12(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2018’’. 

(c) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—Section 
383O of the Consolidated Farm and Rural De-
velopment Act (7 U.S.C. 2009bb–13) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 6028. RURAL BUSINESS INVESTMENT PRO-

GRAM. 
Section 384S of the Consolidated Farm and 

Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 2009cc–18) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$50,000,000 for the pe-
riod of fiscal years 2008 through 2012’’ and in-
serting ‘‘$20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2014 through 2018’’. 
Subtitle B—Rural Electrification Act of 1936 

SEC. 6101. FEES FOR CERTAIN LOAN GUARAN-
TEES. 

The Rural Electrification Act of 1936 is 
amended by inserting after section 4 (7 
U.S.C. 904) the following: 
‘‘SEC. 5. FEES FOR CERTAIN LOAN GUARANTEES. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—For electrification base-
load generation loan guarantees, the Sec-
retary shall, at the request of the borrower, 
charge an upfront fee to cover the costs of 
the loan guarantee. 

‘‘(b) FEE.—The fee described in subsection 
(a) for a loan guarantee shall be equal to the 
costs of the loan guarantee (within the 
meaning of section 502(5)(C) of the Federal 
Credit Reform Act of 1990 (2 U.S.C. 
661a(5)(C))). 

‘‘(c) LIMITATION.—Funds received from a 
borrower to pay the fee described in this sec-
tion shall not be derived from a loan or other 
debt obligation that is made or guaranteed 
by the Federal Government.’’. 
SEC. 6102. GUARANTEES FOR BONDS AND NOTES 

ISSUED FOR ELECTRIFICATION OR 
TELEPHONE PURPOSES. 

Section 313A(f) of the Rural Electrification 
Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 940c–1(f)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 6103. EXPANSION OF 911 ACCESS. 

Section 315(d) of the Rural Electrification 
Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 940e(d)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 6104. ACCESS TO BROADBAND TELE-

COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES IN 
RURAL AREAS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 601 of the Rural 
Electrification Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 950bb) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (c), by striking paragraph 
(2) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) PRIORITY.—In making loans or loan 
guarantees under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall— 

‘‘(A) establish not less than 2 evaluation 
periods for each fiscal year to compare loan 
and loan guarantee applications and to 
prioritize loans and loan guarantees to all or 
part of rural communities that do not have 
residential broadband service that meets the 
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minimum acceptable level of broadband serv-
ice established under subsection (e); 

‘‘(B) give the highest priority to applicants 
that offer to provide broadband service to 
the greatest proportion of unserved house-
holds or households that do not have residen-
tial broadband service that meets the min-
imum acceptable level of broadband service 
established under subsection (e), as— 

‘‘(i) certified by the affected community, 
city, county, or designee; or 

‘‘(ii) demonstrated on— 
‘‘(I) the broadband map of the affected 

State if the map contains address-level data; 
or 

‘‘(II) the National Broadband Map if ad-
dress-level data is unavailable; and 

‘‘(C) provide equal consideration to all 
qualified applicants, including applicants 
that have not previously received loans or 
loan guarantees under paragraph (1); and 

‘‘(D) give priority to applicants that offer 
in the applications of the applicants to pro-
vide broadband service not predominantly 
for business service, if at least 25 percent of 
the customers in the proposed service terri-
tory are commercial interests.’’; 

(2) in subsection (d)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking clause 

(i) and inserting the following: 
‘‘(i) demonstrate the ability to furnish, im-

prove in order to meet the minimum accept-
able level of broadband service established 
under subsection (e), or extend broadband 
service to all or part of an unserved rural 
area or an area below the minimum accept-
able level of broadband service established 
under subsection (e);’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking clause 

(i) and inserting the following: 
‘‘(i) not less than 15 percent of the house-

holds in the proposed service territory are 
unserved or have service levels below the 
minimum acceptable level of broadband serv-
ice established under subsection (e); and’’; 

(ii) in the heading of subparagraph (B), by 
striking ‘‘25’’; and 

(iii) in subparagraph (C)— 
(I) in the subparagraph heading, by strik-

ing ‘‘3 OR MORE’’; and 
(II) by striking clause (i) and inserting the 

following: 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clause (ii), subparagraph (A)(ii) shall not 
apply to an incumbent service provider in 
the portion of a proposed service territory in 
which the provider is upgrading broadband 
service to meet the minimum acceptable 
level of broadband service established under 
subsection (e) for the existing territory of 
the incumbent service provider.’’; 

(C) in paragraph (3)(B), by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(iii) INFORMATION.—Information sub-
mitted under this subparagraph shall be— 

‘‘(I) certified by the affected community, 
city, county, or designee; or 

‘‘(II) demonstrated on— 
‘‘(aa) the broadband map of the affected 

State if the map contains address-level data; 
or 

‘‘(bb) the National Broadband Map if ad-
dress-level data is unavailable.’’; 

(D) by striking paragraph (5) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(5) NOTICE REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary 
shall promptly provide a fully searchable 
database on the website of the Rural Utili-
ties Service that contains, at a minimum— 

‘‘(A) notice of each application for a loan 
or loan guarantee under this section describ-
ing the application, including— 

‘‘(i) the identity of the applicant; 
‘‘(ii) a description of each application, in-

cluding— 
‘‘(I) each area proposed to be served by the 

applicant; and 

‘‘(II) the amount and type of support re-
quested by each applicant; 

‘‘(iii) the status of each application; 
‘‘(iv) the estimated number and proportion 

relative to the service territory of house-
holds without terrestrial-based broadband 
service in those areas; and 

‘‘(v) a list of the census block groups or 
proposed service territory, in a manner spec-
ified by the Secretary, that the applicant 
proposes to service; 

‘‘(B) notice of each entity receiving assist-
ance under this section, including— 

‘‘(i) the name of the entity; 
‘‘(ii) the type of assistance being received; 
‘‘(iii) the purpose for which the entity is 

receiving the assistance; 
‘‘(iv) each semiannual report submitted 

under paragraph (8)(A) (redacted to protect 
any proprietary information in the report); 
and 

‘‘(C) such other information as is sufficient 
to allow the public to understand assistance 
provided under this section.’’; 

(E) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(8) REPORTING.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall re-

quire any entity receiving assistance under 
this section to submit a semiannual report 
for 3 years after completion of the project, in 
a format specified by the Secretary, that de-
scribes— 

‘‘(i) the use by the entity of the assistance, 
including new equipment and capacity en-
hancements that support high-speed 
broadband access for educational institu-
tions, health care providers, and public safe-
ty service providers (including the estimated 
number of end users who are currently using 
or forecasted to use the new or upgraded in-
frastructure); and 

‘‘(ii) the progress towards fulfilling the ob-
jectives for which the assistance was grant-
ed, including— 

‘‘(I) the number and location of residences 
and businesses that will receive new 
broadband service, existing network service 
improvements, and facility upgrades result-
ing from the Federal assistance; 

‘‘(II) the speed of broadband service; 
‘‘(III) the average price of broadband serv-

ice in a proposed service area; 
‘‘(IV) any changes in broadband service 

adoption rates, including new subscribers 
generated from demand-side projects; and 

‘‘(V) any metrics the Secretary determines 
to be appropriate; 

‘‘(B) ADDITIONAL REPORTING.—The Sec-
retary may require any additional reporting 
and information by any recipient of any as-
sistance under this section so as to ensure 
compliance with this section. 

‘‘(9) DEFAULT AND DEOBLIGATION.—In addi-
tion to other authority under applicable law, 
the Secretary shall establish written proce-
dures for all broadband programs adminis-
tered by the Rural Utilities Service under 
this or any other Act that, to the maximum 
extent practicable— 

‘‘(A) recover funds from loan defaults; 
‘‘(B) deobligate any awards, less allowable 

costs that demonstrate an insufficient level 
of performance (including metrics deter-
mined by the Secretary) or fraudulent spend-
ing, to the extent funds with respect to the 
award are available in the account relating 
to the program established by this section; 

‘‘(C) award those funds, on a competitive 
basis, to new or existing applicants con-
sistent with this section; and 

‘‘(D) minimize overlap among the pro-
grams. 

‘‘(10) SERVICE AREA ASSESSMENT.—The Sec-
retary shall, with respect to an application 
for assistance under this section— 

‘‘(A) provide not less than 15 days for 
broadband service providers to voluntarily 
submit information concerning the 

broadband services that the providers offer 
in the census block groups or tracts de-
scribed in paragraph (5)(A)(v) so that the 
Secretary may assess whether the applica-
tions submitted meet the eligibility require-
ments under this section; and 

‘‘(B) if no broadband service provider sub-
mits information under subparagraph (A), 
consider the number of providers in the cen-
sus block group or tract to be established by 
using— 

‘‘(i) the most current National Broadband 
Map of the National Telecommunications 
and Information Administration; or 

‘‘(ii) any other data regarding the avail-
ability of broadband service that the Sec-
retary may collect or obtain through reason-
able efforts.’’; 

(3) in subsection (e)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-

graph (3); and 
(B) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

for purposes of this section, the minimum 
acceptable level of broadband service for a 
rural area shall be at least— 

‘‘(A) a 4-Mbps downstream transmission 
capacity; and 

‘‘(B) a 1-Mbps upstream transmission ca-
pacity. 

‘‘(2) ADJUSTMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—At least once every 2 

years, the Secretary shall review, and may 
adjust through notice published in the Fed-
eral Register, the minimum acceptable level 
of broadband service established under para-
graph (1) to ensure that high quality, cost-ef-
fective broadband service is provided to rural 
areas over time. 

‘‘(B) CONSIDERATIONS.—In making an ad-
justment to the minimum acceptable level of 
broadband service under subparagraph (A), 
the Secretary may consider establishing dif-
ferent transmission rates for fixed broadband 
service and mobile broadband service.’’; 

(4) in subsection (g), by striking paragraph 
(2) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) TERMS.—In determining the term and 
conditions of a loan or loan guarantee, the 
Secretary may— 

‘‘(A) consider whether the recipient is or 
would be serving an area that is unserved or 
has service levels below the minimum ac-
ceptable level of broadband service estab-
lished under subsection (e); and 

‘‘(B) if the Secretary makes a determina-
tion in the affirmative under subparagraph 
(A), establish a limited initial deferral period 
or comparable terms necessary to achieve 
the financial feasibility and long-term sus-
tainability of the project.’’; 

(5) in subsection (j)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, includ-

ing any loan terms or conditions for which 
the Secretary provided additional assistance 
to unserved areas’’ before the semicolon at 
the end; 

(B) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
after the semicolon at the end; 

(C) in paragraph (6), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(7) the overall progress towards fulfilling 

the goal of improving the quality of rural 
life by expanding rural broadband access, as 
demonstrated by metrics, including— 

‘‘(A) the number of residences and busi-
nesses receiving new broadband services; 

‘‘(B) network improvements, including fa-
cility upgrades and equipment purchases; 

‘‘(C) average broadband speeds and prices 
on a local and statewide basis; 

‘‘(D) any changes in broadband adoption 
rates; and 

‘‘(E) any specific activities that increased 
high speed broadband access for educational 
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institutions, health care providers, and pub-
lic safety service providers.’’; and 

(6) in subsections (k)(1) and (l), by striking 
‘‘2012’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 

(b) STUDY ON PROVIDING EFFECTIVE DATA 
FOR NATIONAL BROADBAND MAP.—. 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Commerce 
and the Chairman of the Federal Commu-
nications Commission, shall conduct a study 
of the ways that data collected under the 
broadband programs of the Secretary of Ag-
riculture could be most effectively shared 
with the Commission to support the develop-
ment and maintenance of the National 
Broadband Map by the Commission. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—The study shall include a 
consideration of the circumstances under 
which address-level data could be collected 
by the Secretary and appropriately shared 
with the Commission. 

(3) COMPLETION.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall complete the study required 
under this subsection. 

(4) REPORT.—Not later than 60 days after 
the date of completion of the study, the Sec-
retary shall submit a report describing the 
results of the study to— 

(A) the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives; 

(B) the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce of the House of Representatives; 

(C) the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate; and 

(D) the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate. 

SEC. 6105. RURAL GIGABIT NETWORK PILOT PRO-
GRAM. 

Title VI of the Rural Electrification Act of 
1936 (7 U.S.C. 950bb et seq.) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘SEC. 603. RURAL GIGABIT NETWORK PILOT PRO-
GRAM. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITION OF ULTRA-HIGH SPEED 
SERVICE.—In this section, the term ‘ultra- 
high speed service’ means broadband service 
operating at a 1 gigabit per second down-
stream transmission capacity. 

‘‘(b) PILOT PROGRAM.—The Secretary shall 
establish a pilot program to be known as the 
‘Rural Gigabit Network Pilot Program’, 
under which the Secretary may, at the dis-
cretion of the Secretary, provide grants, 
loans, or loan guarantees to eligible entities. 

‘‘(c) ELIGIBILITY.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible to obtain 

assistance under this section, an entity 
shall— 

‘‘(A) demonstrate to the Secretary the 
ability to furnish or extend ultra-high speed 
service to a rural area; 

‘‘(B) submit to the Secretary an applica-
tion at such time, in such manner, and con-
taining such information as the Secretary 
may require; 

‘‘(C) not already provide ultra-high speed 
service to a rural area within any State in 
the proposed service territory; and 

‘‘(D) agree to complete buildout of ultra- 
high speed service by not later than 3 years 
after the initial date on which assistance 
under this section is made available. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—Assistance under 
this section may only be used to carry out a 
project in a proposed service territory if— 

‘‘(A) the proposed service territory is a 
rural area; and 

‘‘(B) ultra-high speed service is not pro-
vided in any part of the proposed service ter-
ritory. 

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $10,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 

Subtitle C—Miscellaneous 
SEC. 6201. DISTANCE LEARNING AND TELEMEDI-

CINE. 
(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

Section 2335A of the Food, Agriculture, Con-
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
950aaa–5) is amended by striking ‘‘$100,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 1996 through 2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$75,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 1(b) 
of Public Law 102–551 (7 U.S.C. 950aaa note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 6202. AGRICULTURAL TRANSPORTATION. 

Section 203(j) of the Agricultural Mar-
keting Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1622(j)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, the Maritime Commission,,’’ 
and inserting ‘‘the Surface Transportation 
Board, the Federal Maritime Commission,’’. 
SEC. 6203. VALUE-ADDED AGRICULTURAL PROD-

UCT MARKET DEVELOPMENT 
GRANTS. 

Section 231(b) of the Agricultural Risk 
Protection Act of 2000 (7 U.S.C. 1632a(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (6) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(6) PRIORITY.— 
‘‘(A) ELIGIBLE INDEPENDENT PRODUCERS OF 

VALUE-ADDED AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS.—In 
awarding grants under paragraph (1)(A), the 
Secretary shall give priority to— 

‘‘(i) operators of small- and medium-sized 
farms and ranches that are structured as 
family farms; 

‘‘(ii) beginning farmers or ranchers; 
‘‘(iii) socially disadvantaged farmers or 

ranchers; and 
‘‘(iv) veteran farmers or ranchers (as de-

fined in section 2501(e) of the Food, Agri-
culture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 
(7 U.S.C. 2279(e))). 

‘‘(B) ELIGIBLE AGRICULTURAL PRODUCER 
GROUPS, FARMER OR RANCHER COOPERATIVES, 
AND MAJORITY-CONTROLLED PRODUCER-BASED 
BUSINESS VENTURE.—In awarding grants 
under paragraph (1)(B), the Secretary shall 
give priority to projects (including farmer or 
rancher cooperative projects) that best con-
tribute to creating or increasing marketing 
opportunities for operators, farmers, and 
ranchers described in subparagraph (A).’’; 
and 

(2) in paragraph (7)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘On October 1, 2008,’’ and in-

serting ‘‘On the date of enactment of the Ag-
ricultural Act of 2014,’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘$15,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$63,000,000’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 6204. AGRICULTURE INNOVATION CENTER 

DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM. 
Section 6402(i) of the Farm Security and 

Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
1632b(i)) is amended by striking ‘‘$6,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2008 through 2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$1,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018’’. 
SEC. 6205. RURAL ENERGY SAVINGS PROGRAM. 

Subtitle E of title VI of the Farm Security 
and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (Public 
Law 107–171; 116 Stat. 424) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 6407. RURAL ENERGY SAVINGS PROGRAM. 

‘‘(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to help rural families and small businesses 
achieve cost savings by providing loans to 
qualified consumers to implement durable 
cost-effective energy efficiency measures. 

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘eligible 

entity’ means— 
‘‘(A) any public power district, public util-

ity district, or similar entity, or any electric 

cooperative described in section 501(c)(12) or 
1381(a)(2) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986, that borrowed and repaid, prepaid, or is 
paying an electric loan made or guaranteed 
by the Rural Utilities Service (or any prede-
cessor agency); 

‘‘(B) any entity primarily owned or con-
trolled by 1 or more entities described in 
subparagraph (A); or 

‘‘(C) any other entity that is an eligible 
borrower of the Rural Utilities Service, as 
determined under section 1710.101 of title 7, 
Code of Federal Regulations (or a successor 
regulation). 

‘‘(2) ENERGY EFFICIENCY MEASURES.—The 
term ‘energy efficiency measures’ means, for 
or at property served by an eligible entity, 
structural improvements and investments in 
cost-effective, commercial technologies to 
increase energy efficiency. 

‘‘(3) QUALIFIED CONSUMER.—The term 
‘qualified consumer’ means a consumer 
served by an eligible entity that has the abil-
ity to repay a loan made under subsection 
(d), as determined by the eligible entity. 

‘‘(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture, acting 
through the Administrator of the Rural Util-
ities Service. 

‘‘(c) LOANS TO ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

the Secretary shall make loans to eligible 
entities that agree to use the loan funds to 
make loans to qualified consumers for the 
purpose of implementing energy efficiency 
measures. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of receiv-

ing a loan under this subsection, an eligible 
entity shall— 

‘‘(i) establish a list of energy efficiency 
measures that is expected to decrease energy 
use or costs of qualified consumers; 

‘‘(ii) prepare an implementation plan for 
use of the loan funds, including use of any 
interest to be received pursuant to sub-
section (d)(1)(A); 

‘‘(iii) provide for appropriate measurement 
and verification to ensure— 

‘‘(I) the effectiveness of the energy effi-
ciency loans made by the eligible entity; and 

‘‘(II) that there is no conflict of interest in 
carrying out this section; and 

‘‘(iv) demonstrate expertise in effective use 
of energy efficiency measures at an appro-
priate scale. 

‘‘(B) REVISION OF LIST OF ENERGY EFFI-
CIENCY MEASURES.—Subject to the approval 
of the Secretary, an eligible entity may up-
date the list required under subparagraph 
(A)(i) to account for newly available effi-
ciency technologies. 

‘‘(C) EXISTING ENERGY EFFICIENCY PRO-
GRAMS.—An eligible entity that, at any time 
before the date that is 60 days after the date 
of enactment of this section, has established 
an energy efficiency program for qualified 
consumers may use an existing list of energy 
efficiency measures, implementation plan, or 
measurement and verification system of that 
program to satisfy the requirements of sub-
paragraph (A) if the Secretary determines 
the list, plan, or systems are consistent with 
the purposes of this section. 

‘‘(3) NO INTEREST.—A loan under this sub-
section shall bear no interest. 

‘‘(4) REPAYMENT.—With respect to a loan 
under paragraph (1)— 

‘‘(A) the term shall not exceed 20 years 
from the date on which the loan is closed; 
and 

‘‘(B) except as provided in paragraph (6), 
the repayment of each advance shall be am-
ortized for a period not to exceed 10 years. 

‘‘(5) AMOUNT OF ADVANCES.—Any advance of 
loan funds to an eligible entity in any single 
year shall not exceed 50 percent of the ap-
proved loan amount. 
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‘‘(6) SPECIAL ADVANCE FOR START-UP ACTIVI-

TIES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In order to assist an eli-

gible entity in defraying the appropriate 
start-up costs (as determined by the Sec-
retary) of establishing new programs or 
modifying existing programs to carry out 
subsection (d), the Secretary shall allow an 
eligible entity to request a special advance. 

‘‘(B) AMOUNT.—No eligible entity may re-
ceive a special advance under this paragraph 
for an amount that is greater than 4 percent 
of the loan amount received by the eligible 
entity under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(C) REPAYMENT.—Repayment of the spe-
cial advance— 

‘‘(i) shall be required during the 10-year pe-
riod beginning on the date on which the spe-
cial advance is made; and 

‘‘(ii) at the election of the eligible entity, 
may be deferred to the end of the 10-year pe-
riod. 

‘‘(7) LIMITATION.—All special advances 
shall be made under a loan described in para-
graph (1) during the first 10 years of the term 
of the loan. 

‘‘(d) LOANS TO QUALIFIED CONSUMERS.— 
‘‘(1) TERMS OF LOANS.—Loans made by an 

eligible entity to qualified consumers using 
loan funds provided by the Secretary under 
subsection (c)— 

‘‘(A) may bear interest, not to exceed 3 per-
cent, to be used for purposes that include— 

‘‘(i) to establish a loan loss reserve; and 
‘‘(ii) to offset personnel and program costs 

of eligible entities to provide the loans; 
‘‘(B) shall finance energy efficiency meas-

ures for the purpose of decreasing energy 
usage or costs of the qualified consumer by 
an amount that ensures, to the maximum ex-
tent practicable, that a loan term of not 
more than 10 years will not pose an undue fi-
nancial burden on the qualified consumer, as 
determined by the eligible entity; 

‘‘(C) shall not be used to fund purchases of, 
or modifications to, personal property unless 
the personal property is or becomes attached 
to real property (including a manufactured 
home) as a fixture; 

‘‘(D) shall be repaid through charges added 
to the electric bill for the property for, or at 
which, energy efficiency measures are or will 
be implemented, on the condition that this 
requirement does not prohibit— 

‘‘(i) the voluntary prepayment of a loan by 
the owner of the property; or 

‘‘(ii) the use of any additional repayment 
mechanisms that are— 

‘‘(I) demonstrated to have appropriate risk 
mitigation features, as determined by the el-
igible entity; or 

‘‘(II) required if the qualified consumer is 
no longer a customer of the eligible entity; 
and 

‘‘(E) shall require an energy audit by an el-
igible entity to determine the impact of pro-
posed energy efficiency measures on the en-
ergy costs and consumption of the qualified 
consumer. 

‘‘(2) CONTRACTORS.—In addition to any 
other qualified general contractor, eligible 
entities may serve as general contractors. 

‘‘(e) CONTRACT FOR MEASUREMENT AND 
VERIFICATION, TRAINING, AND TECHNICAL AS-
SISTANCE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Secretary— 

‘‘(A) shall establish a plan for measure-
ment and verification, training, and tech-
nical assistance of the program; and 

‘‘(B) may enter into 1 or more contracts 
with a qualified entity for the purposes of— 

‘‘(i) providing measurement and 
verification activities; and 

‘‘(ii) developing a program to provide tech-
nical assistance and training to the employ-

ees of eligible entities to carry out this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(2) USE OF SUBCONTRACTORS AUTHORIZED.— 
A qualified entity that enters into a contract 
under paragraph (1) may use subcontractors 
to assist the qualified entity in carrying out 
the contract. 

‘‘(f) ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY.—The author-
ity provided in this section is in addition to 
any other authority of the Secretary to offer 
loans under any other law. 

‘‘(g) EFFECTIVE PERIOD.—Subject to the 
availability of funds and except as otherwise 
provided in this section, the loans and other 
expenditures required to be made under this 
section shall be available until expended, 
with the Secretary authorized to make new 
loans as loans are repaid. 

‘‘(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $75,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 6206. STUDY OF RURAL TRANSPORTATION 

ISSUES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-

culture and the Secretary of Transportation 
shall publish an updated version of the study 
described in section 6206 of the Food, Con-
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (as amend-
ed by subsection (b)). 

(b) ADDITION TO STUDY.—Section 6206(b) of 
the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 
2008 (Public Law 110–246; 122 Stat. 1971) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) the sufficiency of infrastructure along 

waterways in the United States and the im-
pact of the infrastructure on the movement 
of agricultural goods in terms of safety, effi-
ciency and speed, as well as the benefits de-
rived through upgrades and repairs to locks 
and dams.’’. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 1 
year after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Agriculture and the Sec-
retary of Transportation shall submit to 
Congress the updated version of the study re-
quired by subsection (a). 
SEC. 6207. REGIONAL ECONOMIC AND INFRA-

STRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT. 
Section 15751 of title 40, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 

inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 
(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘Not more than’’ and in-

serting the following: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), not more than’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) LIMITED FUNDING.—In a case in which 

less than $10,000,000 is made available to a 
Commission for a fiscal year under this sec-
tion, paragraph (1) shall not apply.’’. 
SEC. 6208. DEFINITION OF RURAL AREA FOR PUR-

POSES OF THE HOUSING ACT OF 
1949. 

The second sentence of section 520 of the 
Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 1490) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘1990 or 2000 decennial cen-
sus shall continue to be so classified until 
the receipt of data from the decennial census 
in the year 2010’’ and inserting ‘‘1990, 2000, or 
2010 decennial census, and any area deemed 
to be a ‘rural area’ for purposes of this title 
under any other provision of law at any time 
during the period beginning January 1, 2000, 
and ending December 31, 2010, shall continue 
to be so classified until the receipt of data 
from the decennial census in the year 2020’’; 
and 

(2) by striking ‘‘25,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘35,000’’. 

SEC. 6209. PROGRAM METRICS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall col-

lect data regarding economic activities cre-
ated through grants and loans, including any 
technical assistance provided as a compo-
nent of the grant or loan program, and meas-
ure the short- and long-term viability of 
award recipients and any entities to whom 
those recipients provide assistance using 
award funds, under— 

(1) section 231 of the Agricultural Risk 
Protection Act of 2000 (7 U.S.C. 1632a); 

(2) section 313(b)(2) of the Rural Elec-
trification Act of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 940c(b)(2)); or 

(3) section 310B(c), 310B(e), 310B(g), 310H, or 
379E, or subtitle E, of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1932(c), 
1932(e), 1932(g), 2008s, 2009 et seq.). 

(b) DATA.—The data collected under sub-
section (a) shall include information col-
lected from recipients both during the award 
period and for a period of time, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, which is not less 
than 2 years after the award period ends. 

(c) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 4 years 

after the date of enactment of this Act, and 
every 2 years thereafter, the Secretary shall 
submit to the Committee on Agriculture of 
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry of the Senate a report that contains 
the data described in subsection (a). 

(2) DETAILED INFORMATION.—The report 
shall include detailed information regard-
ing— 

(A) actions taken by the Secretary to use 
the data; 

(B) the percentage increase of employees; 
(C) the number of business starts and cli-

ents served; 
(D) any benefit, such as an increase in rev-

enue or customer base; and 
(E) such other information as the Sec-

retary considers appropriate. 
SEC. 6210. FUNDING OF PENDING RURAL DEVEL-

OPMENT LOAN AND GRANT APPLI-
CATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall use 
funds made available under subsection (b) to 
provide funds for applications that are pend-
ing on the date of enactment of this Act in 
accordance with the terms and conditions of 
section 6029 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110–246; 122 
Stat. 1955). 

(b) FUNDING.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, beginning in fiscal year 
2014, of the funds of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, the Secretary shall use to carry 
out this section $150,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended. 

TITLE VII—RESEARCH, EXTENSION, AND 
RELATED MATTERS 

Subtitle A—National Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 

SEC. 7101. OPTION TO BE INCLUDED AS NON- 
LAND-GRANT COLLEGE OF AGRI-
CULTURE. 

Section 1404 of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3103) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (5) and inserting 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) COOPERATING FORESTRY SCHOOL.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘cooperating 

forestry school’ means an institution— 
‘‘(i) that is eligible to receive funds under 

Public Law 87–788 (commonly known as the 
McIntire-Stennis Cooperative Forestry Act; 
16 U.S.C. 582a et seq.); and 

‘‘(ii) with respect to which the Secretary 
has not received a declaration of the intent 
of that institution to not be considered a co-
operating forestry school. 

‘‘(B) TERMINATION OF DECLARATION.—A dec-
laration of the intent of an institution to not 
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be considered a cooperating forestry school 
submitted to the Secretary shall be in effect 
until September 30, 2018.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (10)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A)— 
(i) in the matter preceding clause (i), by 

striking ‘‘that’’; 
(ii) in clause (i)— 
(I) by inserting ‘‘that’’ before ‘‘qualify’’; 

and 
(II) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; 
(iii) in clause (ii)— 
(I) by inserting ‘‘that’’ before ‘‘offer’’; and 
(II) by striking the period at the end and 

inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(iv) by adding at the end the following new 

clause: 
‘‘(iii) with respect to which the Secretary 

has not received a declaration of the intent 
of a college or university to not be consid-
ered a Hispanic-serving agricultural college 
or university.’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) TERMINATION OF DECLARATION OF IN-
TENT.—A declaration of the intent of a col-
lege or university to not be considered a His-
panic-serving agricultural college or univer-
sity submitted to the Secretary shall be in 
effect until September 30, 2018.’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (14)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘agri-

culture or forestry’’ and inserting ‘‘food and 
agricultural sciences’’; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (C); and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the 
following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(B) DESIGNATION.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this sub-
paragraph, the Secretary shall establish an 
ongoing process through which public col-
leges or universities may apply for designa-
tion as an NLGCA Institution.’’. 
SEC. 7102. NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH, 

EXTENSION, EDUCATION, AND ECO-
NOMICS ADVISORY BOARD. 

(a) EXTENSION OF TERMINATION DATE.—Sec-
tion 1408(h) of the National Agricultural Re-
search, Extension, and Teaching Policy Act 
of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3123(h)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) DUTIES OF NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL RE-
SEARCH, EXTENSION, EDUCATION, AND ECONOM-
ICS ADVISORY BOARD.—Section 1408(c) of the 
National Agricultural Research, Extension, 
and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 
3123(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘Committee on Appropria-

tions of the Senate’’ and all that follows 
through the semi-colon and inserting ‘‘Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate on— 
’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

‘‘(A) long-term and short-term national 
policies and priorities consistent with the 
purposes specified in section 1402 for agricul-
tural research, extension, education, and ec-
onomics; and 

‘‘(B) the annual establishment of priorities 
that— 

‘‘(i) are in accordance with the purposes 
specified in a provision of a covered law (as 
defined in subsection (d) of section 1492) 
under which competitive grants (described in 
subsection (c) of such section) are awarded; 
and 

‘‘(ii) the Board determines are national pri-
orities.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(3) in paragraph (4)— 
(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘the 

national research policies and priorities set 
forth in’’ inserting ‘‘national research poli-

cies and priorities that are consistent with 
the purposes specified in’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(5) consult with industry groups on agri-
cultural research, extension, education, and 
economics, and make recommendations to 
the Secretary based on that consultation.’’. 
SEC. 7103. SPECIALTY CROP COMMITTEE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF SUBCOMMITTEE.— 
Section 1408A(a) of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3123a(a)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Not later than’’ and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(2) CITRUS DISEASE SUBCOMMITTEE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 45 days 

after the date of the enactment of the Agri-
cultural Act of 2014, the Secretary shall es-
tablish within the speciality crops com-
mittee, and appoint the initial members of, a 
citrus disease subcommittee to carry out the 
responsibilities of the subcommittee de-
scribed in subsection (g) in accordance with 
subsection (j)(3) of section 412 of the Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Education 
Reform Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7632). 

‘‘(B) COMPOSITION.—The citrus disease sub-
committee shall be composed of 9 members, 
each of whom is a domestic producer of cit-
rus in a State, represented as follows: 

‘‘(i) Three of such members shall represent 
Arizona or California. 

‘‘(ii) Five of such members shall represent 
Florida. 

‘‘(iii) One of such members shall represent 
Texas. 

‘‘(C) MEMBERSHIP.—The Secretary may ap-
point individuals who are not members of 
the specialty crops committee or the Advi-
sory Board established under section 1408 as 
members of the citrus disease subcommittee 

‘‘(D) TERMINATION.—The subcommittee es-
tablished under subparagraph (A) shall ter-
minate on September 30, 2018. 

‘‘(E) FEDERAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ACT.— 
The subcommittee established under sub-
paragraph (A) shall be covered by the exemp-
tion to section 9(c) of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) applicable to 
the Advisory Board under section 1408(f).’’. 

(b) MEMBERS.—Section 1408A(b) of the Na-
tional Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 
3123a(b)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘Individuals’’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(1) ELIGIBILITY.—Individuals’’; 
(2) by striking ‘‘Members’’ and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(2) SERVICE.—Members’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(3) DIVERSITY.—Membership of the spe-

cialty crops committee shall reflect diver-
sity in the specialty crops represented.’’. 

(c) ANNUAL COMMITTEE REPORT.—Section 
1408A(c) of the National Agricultural Re-
search, Extension, and Teaching Policy Act 
of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3123a(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘Meas-
ures’’ and inserting ‘‘Programs’’; 

(2) by striking paragraph (2); 
(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3), (4), and 

(5) as paragraphs (2), (3), and (4), respec-
tively; 

(4) in paragraph (2) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 

(A), by striking ‘‘Programs that would’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Research, extension, and teaching 
programs designed to improve competitive-
ness in the specialty crop industry, including 
programs that would’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (D), by inserting ‘‘, in-
cluding improving the quality and taste of 
processed specialty crops’’ before the semi-
colon; and 

(C) in subparagraph (G), by inserting ‘‘the 
remote sensing and the’’ before ‘‘mechaniza-
tion’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) Analysis of the alignment of specialty 

crops committee recommendations with 
grants awarded through the specialty crop 
research initiative established under section 
412 of the Agricultural Research, Extension, 
and Education Reform Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 
7632).’’. 

(d) CONSULTATION WITH SPECIALTY CROP IN-
DUSTRY.—Section 1408A of the National Agri-
cultural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3123a) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) 
as subsections (e) and (f), respectively; 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(d) CONSULTATION WITH SPECIALTY CROP 
INDUSTRY.—In studying the scope and effec-
tiveness of programs under subsection (a), 
the specialty crops committee shall consult 
on an ongoing basis with diverse sectors of 
the specialty crop industry.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (f) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (1)), by striking ‘‘subsection (d)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘subsection (e)’’. 

(e) DUTIES OF CITRUS DISEASE SUB-
COMMITTEE.—Section 1408A of the National 
Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3123a), 
as amended by subsection (d), is further 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(g) CITRUS DISEASE SUBCOMMITTEE DU-
TIES.—For the purposes of subsection (j) of 
section 412 of the Agricultural Research, Ex-
tension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 (7 
U.S.C. 7632), the citrus disease subcommittee 
shall— 

‘‘(1) advise the Secretary on citrus re-
search, extension, and development needs; 

‘‘(2) propose, by a favorable vote of two- 
thirds of the members of the subcommittee, 
a research and extension agenda and annual 
budgets for the funds made available to 
carry out such subsection; 

‘‘(3) evaluate and review ongoing research 
and extension funded under the emergency 
citrus disease research and extension pro-
gram (as defined in such subsection); 

‘‘(4) establish, by a favorable vote of two- 
thirds of the members of the subcommittee, 
annual priorities for the award of grants 
under such subsection; 

‘‘(5) provide the Secretary any comments 
on grants awarded under such subsection 
during the previous fiscal year; and 

‘‘(6) engage in regular consultation and 
collaboration with the Department and other 
institutional, governmental, and private per-
sons conducting scientific research on, and 
extension activities related to, the causes or 
treatments of citrus diseases and pests, both 
domestic and invasive, for purposes of— 

‘‘(A) maximizing the effectiveness of re-
search and extension projects funded under 
the citrus disease research and extension 
program; 

‘‘(B) hastening the development of useful 
treatments; 

‘‘(C) avoiding duplicative and wasteful ex-
penditures; and 

‘‘(D) providing the Secretary with such in-
formation and advice as the Secretary may 
request.’’. 
SEC. 7104. VETERINARY SERVICES GRANT PRO-

GRAM. 
The National Agricultural Research, Ex-

tension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 is 
amended by inserting after section 1415A (7 
U.S.C. 3151a) the following new section: 
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‘‘SEC. 1415B. VETERINARY SERVICES GRANT PRO-

GRAM. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) QUALIFIED ENTITY.—The term ‘quali-

fied entity’ means— 
‘‘(A) a for-profit or nonprofit entity lo-

cated in the United States that, or an indi-
vidual who, operates a veterinary clinic pro-
viding veterinary services— 

‘‘(i) in a rural area, as defined in section 
343(a) of the Consolidated Farm and Rural 
Development Act (7 U.S.C. 1991(a)); and 

‘‘(ii) in a veterinarian shortage situation; 
‘‘(B) a State, national, allied, or regional 

veterinary organization or specialty board 
recognized by the American Veterinary Med-
ical Association; 

‘‘(C) a college or school of veterinary medi-
cine accredited by the American Veterinary 
Medical Association; 

‘‘(D) a university research foundation or 
veterinary medical foundation; 

‘‘(E) a department of veterinary science or 
department of comparative medicine accred-
ited by the Department of Education; 

‘‘(F) a State agricultural experiment sta-
tion; or 

‘‘(G) a State, local, or tribal government 
agency. 

‘‘(2) VETERINARIAN SHORTAGE SITUATION.— 
The term ‘veterinarian shortage situation’ 
means a veterinarian shortage situation as 
determined by the Secretary under section 
1415A. 

‘‘(b) ESTABLISHMENT.— 
‘‘(1) COMPETITIVE GRANTS.—The Secretary 

shall carry out a program to make competi-
tive grants to qualified entities that carry 
out programs or activities described in para-
graph (2) for the purpose of developing, im-
plementing, and sustaining veterinary serv-
ices. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS.—A quali-
fied entity shall be eligible to receive a grant 
described in paragraph (1) if the entity car-
ries out programs or activities that the Sec-
retary determines will— 

‘‘(A) substantially relieve veterinarian 
shortage situations; 

‘‘(B) support or facilitate private veteri-
nary practices engaged in public health ac-
tivities; or 

‘‘(C) support or facilitate the practices of 
veterinarians who are providing or have 
completed providing services under an agree-
ment entered into with the Secretary under 
section 1415A(a)(2). 

‘‘(c) AWARD PROCESSES AND PREF-
ERENCES.— 

‘‘(1) APPLICATION, EVALUATION, AND INPUT 
PROCESSES.—In administering the grant pro-
gram established under this section, the Sec-
retary shall— 

‘‘(A) use an appropriate application and 
evaluation process, as determined by the 
Secretary; and 

‘‘(B) seek the input of interested persons. 
‘‘(2) COORDINATION PREFERENCE.—In select-

ing recipients of grants to be used for any of 
the purposes described in subsection (d)(1), 
the Secretary shall give a preference to 
qualified entities that provide documenta-
tion of coordination with other qualified en-
tities, with respect to any such purpose. 

‘‘(3) CONSIDERATION OF AVAILABLE FUNDS.— 
In selecting recipients of grants to be used 
for any of the purposes described in sub-
section (d), the Secretary shall take into 
consideration the amount of funds available 
for grants and the purposes for which the 
grant funds will be used. 

‘‘(4) NATURE OF GRANTS.—A grant awarded 
under this section shall be considered to be a 
competitive research, extension, or edu-
cation grant. 

‘‘(d) USE OF GRANTS TO RELIEVE VETERI-
NARIAN SHORTAGE SITUATIONS AND SUPPORT 
VETERINARY SERVICES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), a qualified entity may use 
funds provided by a grant awarded under this 
section to relieve veterinarian shortage situ-
ations and support veterinary services for 
any of the following purposes: 

‘‘(A) To promote recruitment (including 
for programs in secondary schools), place-
ment, and retention of veterinarians, veteri-
nary technicians, students of veterinary 
medicine, and students of veterinary tech-
nology. 

‘‘(B) To allow veterinary students, veteri-
nary interns, externs, fellows, and residents, 
and veterinary technician students to cover 
expenses (other than the types of expenses 
described in section 1415A(c)(5)) to attend 
training programs in food safety or food ani-
mal medicine. 

‘‘(C) To establish or expand accredited vet-
erinary education programs (including fac-
ulty recruitment and retention), veterinary 
residency and fellowship programs, or veteri-
nary internship and externship programs 
carried out in coordination with accredited 
colleges of veterinary medicine. 

‘‘(D) To provide continuing education and 
extension, including veterinary telemedicine 
and other distance-based education, for vet-
erinarians, veterinary technicians, and other 
health professionals needed to strengthen 
veterinary programs and enhance food safe-
ty. 

‘‘(E) To provide technical assistance for 
the preparation of applications submitted to 
the Secretary for designation as a veteri-
narian shortage situation under this section 
or section 1415A. 

‘‘(2) QUALIFIED ENTITIES OPERATING VETERI-
NARY CLINICS.—A qualified entity described 
in subsection (a)(1)(A) may only use funds 
provided by a grant awarded under this sec-
tion to establish or expand veterinary prac-
tices, including— 

‘‘(A) equipping veterinary offices; 
‘‘(B) sharing in the reasonable overhead 

costs of such veterinary practices, as deter-
mined by the Secretary; or 

‘‘(C) establishing mobile veterinary facili-
ties in which a portion of the facilities will 
address education or extension needs. 

‘‘(e) SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS FOR CERTAIN 
GRANTS.— 

‘‘(1) TERMS OF SERVICE REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Funds provided through 

a grant made under this section to a quali-
fied entity described in subsection (a)(1)(A) 
and used by such entity under subsection 
(d)(2) shall be subject to an agreement be-
tween the Secretary and such entity that in-
cludes a required term of service for such en-
tity (including a qualified entity operating 
as an individual), as established by the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(B) CONSIDERATIONS.—In establishing a 
term of service under subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall consider only— 

‘‘(i) the amount of the grant awarded; and 
‘‘(ii) the specific purpose of the grant. 
‘‘(2) BREACH REMEDIES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—An agreement under 

paragraph (1) shall provide remedies for any 
breach of the agreement by the qualified en-
tity referred to in paragraph (1)(A), including 
repayment or partial repayment of the grant 
funds, with interest. 

‘‘(B) WAIVER.—The Secretary may grant a 
waiver of the repayment obligation for 
breach of contract if the Secretary deter-
mines that such qualified entity dem-
onstrates extreme hardship or extreme need. 

‘‘(C) TREATMENT OF AMOUNTS RECOVERED.— 
Funds recovered under this paragraph shall— 

‘‘(i) be credited to the account available to 
carry out this section; and 

‘‘(ii) remain available until expended with-
out further appropriation. 

‘‘(f) PROHIBITION ON USE OF GRANT FUNDS 
FOR CONSTRUCTION.—Except as provided in 
subsection (d)(2), funds made available for 
grants under this section may not be used— 

‘‘(1) to construct a new building or facility; 
or 

‘‘(2) to acquire, expand, remodel, or alter 
an existing building or facility, including 
site grading and improvement and architect 
fees. 

‘‘(g) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall promulgate regula-
tions to carry out this section. 

‘‘(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
the Secretary to carry out this section 
$10,000,000 for fiscal year 2014 and each fiscal 
year thereafter, to remain available until ex-
pended.’’. 
SEC. 7105. GRANTS AND FELLOWSHIPS FOR FOOD 

AND AGRICULTURE SCIENCES EDU-
CATION. 

Section 1417(m) of the National Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3152(m)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘section $60,000,000’’ 
and all that follows and inserting the fol-
lowing: ‘‘section— 

‘‘(1) $60,000,000 for each of fiscal years 1990 
through 2013; and 

‘‘(2) $40,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7106. AGRICULTURAL AND FOOD POLICY RE-

SEARCH CENTERS. 
Section 1419A of the National Agricultural 

Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3155) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting 
‘‘AGRICULTURAL AND FOOD’’ before ‘‘POLICY’’; 

(2) in subsection (a), in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Secretary may’’ and in-
serting ‘‘Secretary shall, acting through the 
Office of the Chief Economist,’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘make grants, competitive 
grants, and special research grants to, and 
enter into cooperative agreements and other 
contracting instruments with,’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘make competitive grants to, or enter 
into cooperative agreements with,’’; 

(3) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENTS.—An entity eligi-
ble to apply for funding under subsection (a) 
is a State agricultural experiment station, 
college or university, or other public re-
search institution or organization that has a 
history of providing— 

‘‘(1) unbiased, nonpartisan economic anal-
ysis to Congress on the areas specified in 
paragraphs (1) through (4) of subsection (a); 
or 

‘‘(2) objective, scientific information to 
Federal agencies and the public to support 
and enhance efficient, accurate implementa-
tion of Federal drought preparedness and 
drought response programs, including inter-
agency thresholds used to determine eligi-
bility for mitigation or emergency assist-
ance.’’; 

(4) by redesignating subsections (c) and (d) 
as subsections (d) and (e), respectively; 

(5) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(c) PREFERENCE.—In making awards under 
this section, the Secretary shall give a pref-
erence to policy research centers that have— 

‘‘(1) extensive databases, models, and dem-
onstrated experience in providing Congress 
with agricultural market projections, rural 
development analysis, agricultural policy 
analysis, and baseline projections at the 
farm, multiregional, national, and inter-
national levels; or 

‘‘(2) information, analysis, and research re-
lating to drought mitigation.’’; 
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(6) in subsection (d)(2) (as redesignated by 

paragraph (4)), by inserting ‘‘applied’’ after 
‘‘theoretical and’’; and 

(7) by striking subsection (e) (as redesig-
nated by paragraph (4)) and inserting the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $10,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7107. EDUCATION GRANTS TO ALASKA NA-

TIVE SERVING INSTITUTIONS AND 
NATIVE HAWAIIAN SERVING INSTI-
TUTIONS. 

Section 1419B of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3156) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘(or 

grants without regard to any requirement 
for competition)’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘(or 

grants without regard to any requirement 
for competition)’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 7108. REPEAL OF HUMAN NUTRITION INTER-

VENTION AND HEALTH PROMOTION 
RESEARCH PROGRAM. 

Section 1424 of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3174) is repealed. 
SEC. 7109. REPEAL OF PILOT RESEARCH PRO-

GRAM TO COMBINE MEDICAL AND 
AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH. 

Section 1424A of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3174a) is repealed. 
SEC. 7110. NUTRITION EDUCATION PROGRAM. 

Section 1425(f) of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3175(f)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 7111. CONTINUING ANIMAL HEALTH AND 

DISEASE RESEARCH PROGRAMS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1433 of the Na-

tional Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3195) is 
amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 1433. CONTINUING ANIMAL HEALTH AND 

DISEASE, FOOD SECURITY, AND 
STEWARDSHIP RESEARCH, EDU-
CATION, AND EXTENSION PRO-
GRAMS. 

‘‘(a) CAPACITY AND INFRASTRUCTURE PRO-
GRAM.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In each State with one 
or more accredited colleges of veterinary 
medicine, the deans of the accredited college 
or colleges and the director of the State agri-
cultural experiment station shall develop a 
comprehensive animal health and disease re-
search program for the State based on the 
animal health research capacity of each eli-
gible institution in the State, which shall be 
submitted to the Secretary for approval and 
shall be used for the allocation of funds 
available to the State under this section. 

‘‘(2) USE OF FUNDS.—An eligible institution 
allocated funds to carry out animal health 
and disease research under this section may 
only use such funds— 

‘‘(A) to meet the expenses of conducting 
animal health and disease research, pub-
lishing and disseminating the results of such 
research, and contributing to the retirement 
of employees subject to the Act of March 4, 
1940 (7 U.S.C. 331); 

‘‘(B) for administrative planning and direc-
tion; and 

‘‘(C) to purchase equipment and supplies 
necessary for conducting research described 
in subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(3) COOPERATION AMONG ELIGIBLE INSTITU-
TIONS.—The Secretary, to the maximum ex-

tent practicable, shall encourage eligible in-
stitutions to cooperate in setting research 
priorities under this section through con-
ducting regular regional and national meet-
ings. 

‘‘(b) COMPETITIVE GRANT PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, for pur-

poses of addressing the critical needs of ani-
mal agriculture, shall award competitive 
grants to eligible entities under which such 
eligible entities— 

‘‘(A) conduct research— 
‘‘(i) to promote food security, such as by— 
‘‘(I) improving feed efficiency; 
‘‘(II) improving energetic efficiency; 
‘‘(III) connecting genomics, proteomics, 

metabolomics and related phenomena to ani-
mal production; 

‘‘(IV) improving reproductive efficiency; 
and 

‘‘(V) enhancing pre- and post-harvest food 
safety systems; and 

‘‘(ii) on the relationship between animal 
and human health, such as by— 

‘‘(I) exploring new approaches for vaccine 
development; 

‘‘(II) understanding and controlling zoon-
osis, including its impact on food safety; 

‘‘(III) improving animal health through 
feed; and 

‘‘(IV) enhancing product quality and nutri-
tive value; and 

‘‘(B) develop and disseminate to the public 
tools and information based on the research 
conducted under subparagraph (A) and sound 
science. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—An entity eligible 
to receive a grant under this subsection is 
any of the following: 

‘‘(A) A State cooperative institution. 
‘‘(B) An NLGCA Institution. 
‘‘(3) ADMINISTRATION.—In carrying out this 

subsection, the Secretary shall establish pro-
cedures— 

‘‘(A) to seek and accept proposals for 
grants; 

‘‘(B) to review and determine the relevance 
and merit of proposals, in consultation with 
representatives of the animal agriculture in-
dustry; 

‘‘(C) to provide a scientific peer review of 
each proposal conducted by a panel of sub-
ject matter experts from Federal agencies, 
academic institutions, State animal health 
agencies, and the animal agriculture indus-
try; and 

‘‘(D) to award competitive grants on the 
basis of merit, quality, and relevance. 

‘‘(c) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $25,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘‘(2) RESERVATION OF FUNDS.—The Sec-
retary shall reserve not less than $5,000,000 of 
the funds made available under paragraph (1) 
to carry out the capacity and infrastructure 
program under subsection (a). 

‘‘(3) INITIAL APPORTIONMENT.—The amounts 
made available under paragraph (1) that are 
remaining after the reservation of funds 
under paragraph (2), shall be apportioned as 
follows: 

‘‘(A) 15 percent of such amounts shall be 
used to carry out the capacity and infra-
structure program under subsection (a). 

‘‘(B) 85 percent of such funds shall be used 
to carry out the competitive grant program 
under subsection (b). 

‘‘(4) ADDITIONAL APPORTIONMENT.—The 
funds reserved under paragraph (2) and ap-
portioned under paragraph (3)(A) to carry 
out the capacity and infrastructure program 
under subsection (a) shall be apportioned as 
follows: 

‘‘(A) Four percent shall be retained by the 
Department of Agriculture for administra-

tion, program assistance to the eligible in-
stitutions, and program coordination. 

‘‘(B) 48 percent shall be distributed among 
the several States in the proportion that the 
value of and income to producers from do-
mestic livestock, poultry, and commercial 
aquaculture species in each State bears to 
the total value of and income to producers 
from domestic livestock, poultry, and com-
mercial aquaculture species in all the 
States. The Secretary shall determine the 
total value of and income from domestic 
livestock, poultry, and commercial aqua-
culture species in all the States and the pro-
portionate value of and income from domes-
tic livestock, poultry, and commercial aqua-
culture species for each State, based on the 
most current inventory of all cattle, sheep, 
swine, horses, poultry, and commercial aqua-
culture species published by the Department 
of Agriculture. 

‘‘(C) 48 percent shall be distributed among 
the several States in the proportion that the 
animal health research capacity of the eligi-
ble institutions in each State bears to the 
total animal health research capacity in all 
the States. The Secretary shall determine 
the animal health research capacity of the 
eligible institutions. 

‘‘(5) SPECIAL RULES FOR APPORTIONMENT OF 
CERTAIN FUNDS.—With respect to funds re-
served under paragraph (2) and apportioned 
under paragraph (3)(A) to carry out the ca-
pacity and infrastructure program under 
subsection (a), the following shall apply: 

‘‘(A) When the amount available under this 
section for allotment to any State on the 
basis of domestic livestock, poultry, and 
commercial aquaculture species values and 
incomes exceeds the amount for which the 
eligible institution or institutions in the 
State are eligible on the basis of animal 
health research capacity, the excess may be 
used, at the discretion of the Secretary, for 
remodeling of facilities, construction of new 
facilities, or increase in staffing, propor-
tionate to the need for added research capac-
ity. 

‘‘(B) Whenever a new college of veterinary 
medicine is established in a State and is ac-
credited, the Secretary, after consultation 
with the dean of such college and the direc-
tor of the State agricultural experiment sta-
tion and where applicable, deans of other ac-
credited colleges in the State, shall provide 
for the reallocation of funds available to the 
State pursuant to paragraph (4) between the 
new college and other eligible institutions in 
the State, based on the animal health re-
search capacity of each eligible institution. 

‘‘(C) Whenever two or more States jointly 
establish an accredited regional college of 
veterinary medicine or jointly support an ac-
credited college of veterinary medicine serv-
ing the States involved, the Secretary is au-
thorized to make funds which are available 
to such States pursuant to paragraph (4) 
available for such college in such amount 
that reflects the combined relative value of, 
and income from, domestic livestock, poul-
try, and commercial aquaculture species in 
the cooperating States, such amount to be 
adjusted, as necessary, pursuant to sub-
section (a)(1) and subparagraph (B).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) DEFINITION OF STATE COOPERATIVE INSTI-

TUTION.—Section 1404(18) of the National Ag-
ricultural Research, Extension, and Teach-
ing Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3103(18)) is 
amended— 

(A) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (F), by striking ‘‘sub-
titles E, G,’’ and inserting ‘‘subtitles G,’’; 

(C) by redesignating subparagraph (F) as 
subparagraph (G); and 

(D) by inserting after subparagraph (E) the 
following new subparagraph: 
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‘‘(F) section 1430; and’’. 
(2) DEFINITION OF CAPACITY AND INFRA-

STRUCTURE PROGRAM.—Section 251(f)(1)(C)(vi) 
of the Department of Agriculture Reorga-
nization Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C.6971(f)(1)(C)(vi)) 
is amended by inserting ‘‘except for the com-
petitive grant program under section 
1433(b)’’ before the period at the end. 

(3) SUBTITLE E OF THE NATIONAL AGRICUL-
TURAL RESEARCH, EXTENSION, AND TEACHING 
POLICY ACT OF 1977.—Subtitle E of the Na-
tional Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 is amended— 

(A) in section 1431(a) (7 U.S.C. 3193(a)), by 
inserting ‘‘under sections 1433(a) and 1434’’ 
after ‘‘eligible institutions’’; 

(B) in section 1435 (7 U.S.C. 3197), by strik-
ing ‘‘for allocation under the terms of this 
subtitle’’ and inserting ‘‘to carry out sec-
tions 1433(a) and 1434’’; 

(C) in section 1436 (7 U.S.C. 3198), in the 
first sentence, by striking ‘‘section 1433 of 
this title’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (c) of 
section 1433 to carry out subsection (a) of 
such section’’; 

(D) in section 1437 (7 U.S.C. 3199), in the 
first sentence, by striking ‘‘States under sec-
tion 1433 of this title’’ and inserting ‘‘States 
under subsection (c) of section 1433 to carry 
out subsection (a) of such section’’; 

(E) in section 1438 (7 U.S.C. 3200), in the 
first sentence by striking ‘‘under this sub-
title’’ and inserting ‘‘under subsection (c) of 
section 1433 to carry out subsection (a) of 
such section’’; and 

(F) in section 1439 (7 U.S.C. 3201), by strik-
ing ‘‘under this subtitle’’ and inserting 
‘‘under subsection (c) of section 1433 to carry 
out subsection (a) of such section or section 
1434, as applicable,’’. 

(4) AUTHORIZATION FOR APPROPRIATIONS FOR 
EXISTING AND CERTAIN NEW AGRICULTURAL RE-
SEARCH PROGRAMS.—Section 1463(c) of the 
National Agricultural Research, Extension, 
and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 
3311(c)) is amended by striking ‘‘sections 1433 
and 1434’’ and inserting ‘‘sections 1433(a) and 
1434’’. 
SEC. 7112. GRANTS TO UPGRADE AGRICULTURAL 

AND FOOD SCIENCES FACILITIES AT 
1890 LAND-GRANT COLLEGES, IN-
CLUDING TUSKEGEE UNIVERSITY. 

Section 1447(b) of the National Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3222b(b)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 7113. GRANTS TO UPGRADE AGRICULTURE 

AND FOOD SCIENCE FACILITIES AND 
EQUIPMENT AT INSULAR AREA 
LAND-GRANT INSTITUTIONS. 

(a) SUPPORTING TROPICAL AND SUBTROPICAL 
AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1447B(a) of the 
National Agricultural Research, Extension, 
and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 
3222b–2(a)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(a) PURPOSE.—It is the intent of Congress 
to assist the land-grant colleges and univer-
sities in the insular areas in efforts to— 

‘‘(1) acquire, alter, or repair facilities or 
relevant equipment necessary for conducting 
agricultural research; and 

‘‘(2) support tropical and subtropical agri-
cultural research, including pest and disease 
research.’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
1447B of the National Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 
U.S.C. 3222b–2) is amended in the heading— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘AND SUPPORT TROPICAL 
AND SUBTROPICAL AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH’’ 
after ‘‘EQUIPMENT’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘INSTITUTIONS’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES’’. 

(b) EXTENSION.—Section 1447B(d) of the Na-
tional Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3222b– 

2(d)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 7114. REPEAL OF NATIONAL RESEARCH AND 

TRAINING VIRTUAL CENTERS. 
Section 1448 of the National Agricultural 

Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3222c) is repealed. 
SEC. 7115. HISPANIC-SERVING INSTITUTIONS. 

Section 1455(c) of the National Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3241(c)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 7116. COMPETITIVE GRANTS PROGRAM FOR 

HISPANIC AGRICULTURAL WORKERS 
AND YOUTH. 

Section 1456(e)(1) of the National Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3243(e)(1)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a competitive grants program— 

‘‘(A) to fund fundamental and applied re-
search and extension at Hispanic-serving ag-
ricultural colleges and universities in agri-
culture, human nutrition, food science, bio-
energy, and environmental science; and 

‘‘(B) to award competitive grants to His-
panic-serving agricultural colleges and uni-
versities to provide for training in the food 
and agricultural sciences of Hispanic agri-
cultural workers and Hispanic youth work-
ing in the food and agricultural sciences.’’. 
SEC. 7117. COMPETITIVE GRANTS FOR INTER-

NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL SCIENCE 
AND EDUCATION PROGRAMS. 

Section 1459A(c) of the National Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3292b(c)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

‘‘(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 1999 through 2013; and 

‘‘(2) $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7118. REPEAL OF RESEARCH EQUIPMENT 

GRANTS. 
Section 1462A of the National Agricultural 

Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3310a) is repealed. 
SEC. 7119. UNIVERSITY RESEARCH. 

Section 1463 of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3311) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012’’ each place it appears in sub-
sections (a) and (b) and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 7120. EXTENSION SERVICE. 

Section 1464 of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3312) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 7121. AUDITING, REPORTING, BOOK-

KEEPING, AND ADMINISTRATIVE RE-
QUIREMENTS. 

Section 1469 of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3315) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsections (b), (c), 
and (d) as subsections (c), (d), and (e), respec-
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(b) AGREEMENTS WITH FORMER AGRICUL-
TURAL RESEARCH FACILITIES OF THE DEPART-
MENT.—To the maximum extent practicable, 
the Secretary, for purposes of supporting on-
going research and information dissemina-
tion activities, including supporting re-
search and those activities through co-locat-
ing scientists and other technical personnel, 
sharing of laboratory and field equipment, 
and providing financial support, shall enter 
into grants, contracts, cooperative agree-
ments, or other legal instruments with 
former Department of Agriculture agricul-
tural research facilities.’’. 

SEC. 7122. SUPPLEMENTAL AND ALTERNATIVE 
CROPS. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS AND 
TERMINATION.—Section 1473D of the National 
Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3319d) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(e) There are authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out this section— 

‘‘(1) such sums as are necessary for fiscal 
year 2013; and 

‘‘(2) $1,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 

(b) COMPETITIVE GRANTS.—Section 
1473D(c)(1) of the National Agricultural Re-
search, Extension, and Teaching Policy Act 
of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3319d(c)(1)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘use such research funding, special 
or competitive grants, or other means, as the 
Secretary determines,’’ and inserting ‘‘make 
competitive grants’’. 
SEC. 7123. CAPACITY BUILDING GRANTS FOR 

NLGCA INSTITUTIONS. 
Section 1473F(b) of the National Agricul-

tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3319i(b)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 7124. AQUACULTURE ASSISTANCE PRO-

GRAMS. 
(a) COMPETITIVE GRANTS.—Section 1475(b) 

of the National Agricultural Research, Ex-
tension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 
U.S.C. 3322(b)) is amended in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘competi-
tive’’ before ‘‘grants’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 1477 of the National Agricultural Re-
search, Extension, and Teaching Policy Act 
of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3324) is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘SEC. 1477. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA-

TIONS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 

be appropriated to carry out this subtitle— 
‘‘(1) $7,500,000 for each of fiscal years 1991 

through 2013; and 
‘‘(2) $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 

through 2018. 
‘‘(b) PROHIBITION ON USE.—Funds made 

available under this section may not be used 
to acquire or construct a building.’’. 
SEC. 7125. RANGELAND RESEARCH PROGRAMS. 

Section 1483(a) of the National Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3336(a)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘subtitle’’ and all that follows 
and inserting the following: ‘‘subtitle— 

‘‘(1) $10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 1991 
through 2013; and 

‘‘(2) $2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7126. SPECIAL AUTHORIZATION FOR BIO-

SECURITY PLANNING AND RE-
SPONSE. 

Section 1484(a) of the National Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3351(a)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘response such sums as are 
necessary’’ and all that follows and inserting 
the following: ‘‘response— 

‘‘(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2002 through 2013; and 

‘‘(2) $20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7127. DISTANCE EDUCATION AND RESIDENT 

INSTRUCTION GRANTS PROGRAM 
FOR INSULAR AREA INSTITUTIONS 
OF HIGHER EDUCATION. 

(a) DISTANCE EDUCATION GRANTS FOR INSU-
LAR AREAS.— 

(1) COMPETITIVE GRANTS.—Section 1490(a) of 
the National Agricultural Research, Exten-
sion, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 
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U.S.C. 3362(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘or 
noncompetitive’’. 

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 1490(f) of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3362(f)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘section’’ and all that follows and 
inserting the following: ‘‘section— 

‘‘(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2002 through 2013; and 

‘‘(2) $2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 

(b) RESIDENT INSTRUCTION GRANTS FOR IN-
SULAR AREAS.—Section 1491(c) of the Na-
tional Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3363(c)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘such sums as are 
necessary’’ and all that follows and inserting 
the following: ‘‘to carry out this section— 

‘‘(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2002 through 2013; and 

‘‘(2) $2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7128. MATCHING FUNDS REQUIREMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The National Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3101 et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subtitle: 

‘‘Subtitle P—General Provisions 
‘‘SEC. 1492. MATCHING FUNDS REQUIREMENT. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The recipient of a com-
petitive grant that is awarded by the Sec-
retary under a covered law shall provide 
funds, in-kind contributions, or a combina-
tion of both, from sources other than funds 
provided through such grant in an amount 
that is at least equal to the amount of such 
grant. 

‘‘(b) EXCEPTION.—The matching funds re-
quirement under subsection (a) shall not 
apply to grants awarded— 

‘‘(1) to a research agency of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture; or 

‘‘(2) to an entity eligible to receive funds 
under a capacity and infrastructure program 
(as defined in section 251(f)(1)(C) of the De-
partment of Agriculture Reorganization Act 
of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 6971(f)(1)(C))), including a 
partner of such entity. 

‘‘(c) WAIVER.—The Secretary may waive 
the matching funds requirement under sub-
section (a) for a year with respect to a com-
petitive grant that involves research or ex-
tension activities that are consistent with 
the priorities established by the National 
Agricultural Research, Extension, Edu-
cation, and Economics Advisory Board under 
section 1408(c)(1)(B) for the year involved. 

‘‘(d) COVERED LAW.—In this section, the 
term ‘covered law’ means each of the fol-
lowing provisions of law: 

‘‘(1) This title. 
‘‘(2) Title XVI of the Food, Agriculture, 

Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5801 et seq.). 

‘‘(3) The Agricultural Research, Extension, 
and Education Reform Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 
7601 et seq.). 

‘‘(4) Part III of subtitle E of title VII of the 
Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008. 

‘‘(5) The Competitive, Special, and Facili-
ties Research Grant Act (7 U.S.C. 450i).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH, EX-

TENSION, AND TEACHING POLICY ACT OF 1977.— 
The National Agricultural Research, Exten-
sion, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 is 
amended— 

(A) in section 1415(a) (7 U.S.C. 3151(a)), by 
striking the second sentence; 

(B) in section 1475(b) (7 U.S.C. 3322(b)), in 
the matter following paragraph (4), by strik-
ing ‘‘Except in the case of’’ and all that fol-
lows; and 

(C) in section 1480 (7 U.S.C. 3333)— 
(i) by striking subsection (b); and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Sec-
retary’’ and inserting ‘‘The Secretary’’. 

(2) FOOD, AGRICULTURE, CONSERVATION, AND 
TRADE ACT OF 1990.—The Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 is 
amended— 

(A) in section 1623(d)(2) (7 U.S.C. 5813(d)(2)), 
by adding at the end the following: ‘‘The 
matching funds requirement under section 
1492 of the National Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 
shall not apply to grants awarded under this 
section.’’; 

(B) in section 1671 (7 U.S.C. 5924)— 
(i) by striking subsection (e); and 
(ii) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub-

section (e); 
(C) in section 1672 (7 U.S.C. 5925)— 
(i) by striking subsection (c); and 
(ii) by redesignating subsections (d) 

through (j) as subsections (c) through (i), re-
spectively; and 

(D) in section 1672B (7 U.S.C. 5925b)— 
(i) by striking subsection (c); and 
(ii) by redesignating subsections (d), (e), 

and (f) as subsections (c), (d), and (e), respec-
tively. 

(3) AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH, EXTENSION, 
AND EDUCATION REFORM ACT OF 1998.—The Ag-
ricultural Research, Extension, and Edu-
cation Reform Act of 1998 is amended— 

(A) in section 406 (7 U.S.C. 7626)— 
(i) by striking subsection (d); and 
(ii) by redesignating subsections (e) and (f) 

as subsections (d) and (e), respectively; and 
(B) in section 412(e) (7 U.S.C. 7632(e))— 
(i) by striking paragraph (3); and 
(ii) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-

graph (3). 
(4) COMPETITIVE, SPECIAL, AND FACILITIES 

RESEARCH GRANT ACT.—Subsection (b)(9) of 
the Competitive, Special, and Facilities Re-
search Grant Act (7 U.S.C. 450i(b)(9)) is 
amended— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by adding at the 
end the following new clause: 

‘‘(iii) EXEMPTION.—The matching funds re-
quirement under section 1492 of the National 
Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 shall not apply 
in the case of a grant made under paragraph 
(6)(A).’’; and 

(B) by striking subparagraph (B). 
(5) SUN GRANT PROGRAM.—Section 

7526(c)(1)(D)(iv) of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 
8114(c)(1)(D)(iv)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following new subclause: 

‘‘(IV) RELATION TO OTHER MATCHING FUND 
REQUIREMENT.—The matching funds require-
ment under section 1492 of the National Agri-
cultural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 shall not apply in the case 
of a grant provided by a sun grant center or 
subcenter under this paragraph.’’. 

(c) APPLICATION TO AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) NEW GRANTS.—Section 1492 of the Na-

tional Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977, as added by sub-
section (a), shall apply with respect to 
grants described in such section awarded 
after October 1, 2014, unless the provision of 
a covered law under which such grants are 
awarded specifically exempts such grants 
from the matching funds requirement under 
such section. 

(2) GRANTS AWARDED ON OR BEFORE OCTOBER 
1, 2014.—Notwithstanding the amendments 
made by subsection (b), a matching funds re-
quirement in effect on or before the date of 
the enactment of this section under a provi-
sion of a covered law shall continue to apply 
to a grant awarded under such provision on 
or before October 1, 2014. 
SEC. 7129. DESIGNATION OF CENTRAL STATE UNI-

VERSITY AS 1890 INSTITUTION. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—Any provision of a Fed-

eral law relating to colleges and universities 

eligible to receive funds under the Act of Au-
gust 30, 1890 (7 U.S.C. 321 et seq.), including 
Tuskegee University, shall apply to Central 
State University. 

(b) FUNDING RESTRICTION.—Notwith-
standing the designation under subsection 
(a), for fiscal years 2014 and 2015, Central 
State University shall not be eligible to re-
ceive formula funds under— 

(1) section 1444 or 1445 of the National Agri-
cultural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3221 and 3222); 

(2) section 3(d) of the Smith-Lever Act (7 
U.S.C. 343(d)) to carry out the national edu-
cation program established under section 
1425 of the National Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 
U.S.C. 3175); 

(3) the Renewable Resources Extension Act 
of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 1671 et seq.); or 

(4) Public Law 87-788 (commonly known as 
the McIntire-Stennis Cooperative Forestry 
Act; 16 U.S.C. 582a et seq.). 

Subtitle B—Food, Agriculture, Conservation, 
and Trade Act of 1990 

SEC. 7201. BEST UTILIZATION OF BIOLOGICAL AP-
PLICATIONS. 

Section 1624 of the Food, Agriculture, Con-
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5814) is amended in the first sentence— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$40,000,000 for each fiscal 
year’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘$40,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2013 through 2018’’ after ‘‘chapter’’. 
SEC. 7202. INTEGRATED MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS. 

Section 1627(d) of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5821(d)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section through the National 
Institute of Food and Agriculture $20,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2013 through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7203. SUSTAINABLE AGRICULTURE TECH-

NOLOGY DEVELOPMENT AND 
TRANSFER PROGRAM. 

Section 1628(f) of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5831(f)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

‘‘(1) such sums as are necessary for fiscal 
year 2013; and 

‘‘(2) $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7204. NATIONAL TRAINING PROGRAM. 

Section 1629(i) of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5832(i)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out the National Training Program 
$20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2013 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7205. NATIONAL GENETICS RESOURCES 

PROGRAM. 
Section 1635(b) of the Food, Agriculture, 

Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5844(b)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘such funds as may be nec-
essary’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘subtitle’’ and all that fol-
lows and inserting the following: ‘‘subtitle— 

‘‘(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 1991 through 2013; and 

‘‘(2) $1,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7206. NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL WEATHER 

INFORMATION SYSTEM. 
Section 1641(c) of the Food, Agriculture, 

Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5855(c)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$5,000,000 to carry out this 
subtitle’’ and inserting ‘‘to carry out this 
subtitle $5,000,000’’; and 
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(2) by inserting ‘‘and $1,000,000 for each of 

fiscal years 2014 through 2018’’ before the pe-
riod at the end. 
SEC. 7207. REPEAL OF RURAL ELECTRONIC COM-

MERCE EXTENSION PROGRAM. 
Section 1670 of the Food, Agriculture, Con-

servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5923) is repealed. 
SEC. 7208. AGRICULTURAL GENOME INITIATIVE. 

Section 1671(c) of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5924(c)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(3) CONSORTIA.—The Secretary shall en-
courage awards under this section to con-
sortia of eligible entities.’’. 
SEC. 7209. HIGH-PRIORITY RESEARCH AND EX-

TENSION INITIATIVES. 
Section 1672 of the Food, Agriculture, Con-

servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5925) is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence of subsection (a), 
by striking ‘‘subsections (e) through (i)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘subsections (d) through (g)’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(2), in the first sen-
tence, by striking ‘‘subsections (e) through 
(i)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsections (d) through 
(g)’’; 

(3) by striking subsection (h) (as redesig-
nated by section 7128(b)(2)(C)(ii)); 

(4) by redesignating subsection (i) (as re-
designated by such section) as subsection (h); 

(5) in subsection (d) (as redesignated by 
such section)— 

(A) by striking paragraphs (1) through (5), 
(7), (8), (11) through (43), (47), (48), (51), and 
(52); 

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (6), (9), 
(10), (44), (45), (46), (49), and (50) as paragraphs 
(1), (2), (3), (4), (5), (6), (7), and (8), respec-
tively; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

‘‘(9) COFFEE PLANT HEALTH INITIATIVE.—Re-
search and extension grants may be made 
under this section for the purposes of— 

‘‘(A) developing and disseminating science- 
based tools and treatments to combat the 
coffee berry borer (Hypothenemus hampei); 
and 

‘‘(B) establishing an areawide integrated 
pest management program in areas affected 
by, or areas at risk of, being affected by the 
coffee berry borer. 

‘‘(10) CORN, SOYBEAN MEAL, CEREAL GRAINS, 
AND GRAIN BYPRODUCTS RESEARCH AND EXTEN-
SION.—Research and extension grants may be 
made under this section for the purpose of 
carrying out or enhancing research to im-
prove the digestibility, nutritional value, 
and efficiency of the use of corn, soybean 
meal, cereal grains, and grain byproducts for 
the poultry and food animal production in-
dustries.’’; 

(6) by striking subsection (e) (as redesig-
nated by such section)and inserting the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(e) PULSE CROP HEALTH INITIATIVE.— 
‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) INITIATIVE.—The term ‘Initiative’ 

means the pulse crop health initiative estab-
lished by paragraph (2). 

‘‘(B) PULSE CROP.—The term ‘pulse crop’ 
means dry beans, dry peas, lentils, and 
chickpeas. 

‘‘(2) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
carry out a pulse crop health competitive re-
search and extension initiative to address 
the critical needs of the pulse crop industry 
by developing and disseminating science- 
based tools and information, including— 

‘‘(A) research conducted with respect to 
pulse crops in the areas of health and nutri-
tion, such as— 

‘‘(i) pulse crop diets and the ability of such 
diets to reduce obesity and associated chron-
ic disease; and 

‘‘(ii) the underlying mechanisms of the 
health benefits of pulse crop consumption; 

‘‘(B) research related to the functionality 
of pulse crops, such as— 

‘‘(i) improving the functional properties of 
pulse crops and pulse crop fractions; and 

‘‘(ii) developing new and innovative tech-
nologies to improve pulse crops as an ingre-
dient in food products; 

‘‘(C) research conducted with respect to 
pulse crops for purposes of enhancing sus-
tainability and global food security, such 
as— 

‘‘(i) improving pulse crop productivity, nu-
trient density, and phytonutrient content 
using plant breeding, genetics, and genomics; 

‘‘(ii) improving pest and disease manage-
ment, including resistance to pests and dis-
eases; and 

‘‘(iii) improving nitrogen fixation and 
water use efficiency to reduce the carbon and 
energy footprint of agriculture; 

‘‘(D) the optimization of systems used in 
producing pulse crops to reduce water usage; 
and 

‘‘(E) education and technical assistance 
programs with respect to pulse crops, such as 
programs— 

‘‘(i) providing technical expertise to help 
food companies include pulse crops in inno-
vative and healthy food; and 

‘‘(ii) establishing an educational program 
to encourage pulse crop consumption in the 
United States. 

‘‘(3) ADMINISTRATION.—Paragraphs (4), (7), 
(8), and (11)(B) of subsection (b) of the Com-
petitive, Special, and Facilities Research 
Grant Act (7 U.S.C. 450i(b)) shall apply with 
respect to the making of a competitive grant 
under this subsection. 

‘‘(4) PRIORITIES.—In making competitive 
grants under this subsection, the Secretary 
shall provide a higher priority to projects 
that— 

‘‘(A) are multistate, multiinstitutional, 
and multidisciplinary; and 

‘‘(B) include explicit mechanisms to com-
municate results to the pulse crop industry 
and the public. 

‘‘(5) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $25,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’; 

(7) by striking subsection (f) (as redesig-
nated by such section) and inserting the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(f) TRAINING COORDINATION FOR FOOD AND 
AGRICULTURE PROTECTION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make a competitive grant to, or enter into a 
contract or a cooperative agreement with, an 
eligible entity (described in paragraph (2)) 
for purposes of establishing an internation-
ally integrated training system to enhance 
the protection of the food supply in the 
United States, to be known as the ‘Com-
prehensive Food Safety Training Network’ 
(referred to in this subsection as the ‘Net-
work’). 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBILITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-

section, an eligible entity is a multiinstitu-
tional consortium that includes— 

‘‘(i) a nonprofit institution that provides 
food safety protection training; and 

‘‘(ii) one or more training centers in insti-
tutions of higher education (as defined in 
section 101 of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001)) that have demonstrated 
expertise in developing and delivering com-
munity-based training in food supply and ag-
ricultural safety and defense. 

‘‘(B) COLLECTIVE CONSIDERATION.—The Sec-
retary may consider such consortium collec-
tively and not on an institution-by-institu-
tion basis. 

‘‘(3) DUTIES OF ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—As a con-
dition of receiving a competitive grant or en-

tering into a contract or a cooperative agree-
ment with the Secretary under this sub-
section, the eligible entity, in cooperation 
with the Secretary, shall establish and main-
tain the Network, including by— 

‘‘(A) providing basic, technical, manage-
ment, and leadership training (including by 
developing curricula) to regulatory and pub-
lic health officials, producers, processors, 
and other agribusinesses; 

‘‘(B) serving as the hub for the administra-
tion of the Network; 

‘‘(C) implementing a standardized national 
curriculum to ensure the consistent delivery 
of quality training throughout the United 
States; 

‘‘(D) building and overseeing a nationally 
recognized instructor cadre to ensure the 
availability of highly qualified instructors; 

‘‘(E) reviewing training proposed through 
the National Institute of Food and Agri-
culture and other relevant Federal agencies 
that report to the Secretary on the quality 
and content of proposed and existing courses; 

‘‘(F) assisting Federal agencies in the im-
plementation of food safety protection train-
ing requirements including requirements 
under the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (21 U.S.C. 301 et seq.), the Agricultural 
Act of 2014, and any provision of law amend-
ed by such Act; and 

‘‘(G) performing evaluation and outcome- 
based studies to provide to the Secretary in-
formation on the effectiveness and impact of 
training and metrics on jurisdictions and 
sectors within the food safety system. 

‘‘(4) MEMBERSHIP.—An eligible entity may 
alter the consortium membership to meet 
specific training expertise needs. 

‘‘(5) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $20,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2014 through 2018, to remain 
available until expended.’’; 

(8) in subsection (g) (as redesignated by 
such section)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘2012’’ each place it appears 
in paragraphs (1)(B), (2)(B), and (3) and in-
serting ‘‘2018’’; 

(B) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘PEST AND 

PATHOGEN’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘pest and pathogen surveil-

lance’’ and inserting ‘‘pest, pathogen, health, 
and population status surveillance’’; 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-
graph (5); 

(D) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency, shall publish guidance on 
enhancing pollinator health and the long- 
term viability of populations of pollinators, 
including recommendations related to— 

‘‘(A) allowing for managed honey bees to 
forage on National Forest System lands 
where compatible with other natural re-
source management priorities; and 

‘‘(B) planting and maintaining managed 
honey bee and native pollinator foraging on 
National Forest System lands where compat-
ible with other natural resource manage-
ment priorities.’’; and 

(E) in paragraph (5) (as redesignated by 
subparagraph (C))— 

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as clauses (i) and (ii), respectively, and 
moving the margins of such subparagraphs 
two ems to the right; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘annual report describing’’ 
and inserting the following: ‘‘annual report— 

‘‘(A) describing’’; 
(iii) in clause (i) (as redesignated by clause 

(i) of this subparagraph)— 
(I) by inserting ‘‘and honey bee health dis-

orders’’ after ‘‘collapse’’; and 
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(II) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end; 
(iv) in clause (ii) (as redesignated by clause 

(i) of this subparagraph)— 
(I) by inserting ‘‘, including best manage-

ment practices’’ after ‘‘strategies’’; and 
(II) by striking the period at the end and 

inserting ‘‘; and’’; 
(v) by adding at the end the following new 

clause: 
‘‘(iii) addressing the decline of managed 

honey bees and native pollinators;’’; and 
(vi) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraphs: 
‘‘(B) assessing Federal efforts to mitigate 

pollinator losses and threats to the United 
States commercial beekeeping industry; and 

‘‘(C) providing recommendations to Con-
gress regarding how to better coordinate 
Federal agency efforts to address the decline 
of managed honey bees and native polli-
nators.’’; and 

(9) in subsection (h) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (4)), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 7210. REPEAL OF NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT 

RESEARCH AND EXTENSION INITIA-
TIVE. 

Section 1672A of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5925a) is repealed. 
SEC. 7211. ORGANIC AGRICULTURE RESEARCH 

AND EXTENSION INITIATIVE. 
Section 1672B of the Food, Agriculture, 

Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5925b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 

by inserting ‘‘, education,’’ after ‘‘support re-
search’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and im-
provement’’ after ‘‘development’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘to pro-
ducers and processors who use organic meth-
ods’’ and inserting ‘‘of organic agricultural 
production and methods to producers, proc-
essors, and rural communities’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘and mar-
keting and to socioeconomic conditions’’ and 
inserting ‘‘, marketing, food safety, socio-
economic conditions, and farm business 
management’’; and 

(2) in subsection (e) (as redesignated by 
section 7128(b)(2)(D)(ii))— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘FOR FISCAL 

YEARS 2009 THROUGH 2012’’; 
(ii) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 

at the end; 
(iii) in subparagraph (B), by striking the 

period at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(iv) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) $20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 

through 2018.’’; and 
(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘2009 

THROUGH 2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2014 THROUGH 
2018’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘2009 through 2012’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2014 through 2018’’. 
SEC. 7212. REPEAL OF AGRICULTURAL BIO-

ENERGY FEEDSTOCK AND ENERGY 
EFFICIENCY RESEARCH AND EXTEN-
SION INITIATIVE. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 1672C of the Food, Ag-
riculture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 
1990 (7 U.S.C. 5925e) is repealed. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
251(f)(1)(D) of the Department of Agriculture 
Reorganization Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 
6971(f)(1)(D)) is amended— 

(1) by striking clause (xi); and 
(2) by redesignating clauses (xii) and (xiii) 

as clauses (xi) and (xii), respectively. 
SEC. 7213. FARM BUSINESS MANAGEMENT. 

Section 1672D(d) of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5925f(d)) is amended by striking ‘‘such sums 

as are necessary to carry out this section.’’ 
and inserting the following: ‘‘to carry out 
this section— 

‘‘(1) such sums as are necessary for fiscal 
year 2013; and 

‘‘(2) $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 

SEC. 7214. CENTERS OF EXCELLENCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 is 
amended by inserting after section 1672D (7 
U.S.C. 5925f) the following new section: 

‘‘SEC. 1673. CENTERS OF EXCELLENCE. 

‘‘(a) FUNDING PRIORITIES.—The Secretary 
shall prioritize centers of excellence estab-
lished for purposes of carrying out research, 
extension, and education activities relating 
to the food and agricultural sciences (as de-
fined in section 1404 of the National Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3103)) for the re-
ceipt of funding for any competitive research 
or extension program administered by the 
Secretary. 

‘‘(b) COMPOSITION.—A center of excellence 
is composed of 1 or more of the eligible enti-
ties specified in subsection (b)(7) of the Com-
petitive, Special, and Facilities Research 
Grant Act (7 U.S.C. 450i(b)(7)) that provide fi-
nancial or in-kind support to the center of 
excellence. 

‘‘(c) CRITERIA FOR CENTERS OF EXCEL-
LENCE.— 

‘‘(1) REQUIRED EFFORTS.—The criteria for 
recognition as a center of excellence shall in-
clude efforts— 

‘‘(A) to ensure coordination and cost effec-
tiveness by reducing unnecessarily duplica-
tive efforts regarding research, teaching, and 
extension; 

‘‘(B) to leverage available resources by 
using public-private partnerships among ag-
ricultural industry groups, institutions of 
higher education, and the Federal Govern-
ment; 

‘‘(C) to implement teaching initiatives to 
increase awareness and effectively dissemi-
nate solutions to target audiences through 
extension activities; and 

‘‘(D) to increase the economic returns to 
rural communities by identifying, attract-
ing, and directing funds to high-priority ag-
ricultural issues. 

‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL EFFORTS.—Where prac-
ticable, the criteria for recognition as a cen-
ter of excellence shall include efforts to im-
prove teaching capacity and infrastructure 
at colleges and universities (including land- 
grant colleges and universities, cooperating 
forestry schools, NLGCA Institutions (as 
those terms are defined in section 1404 of the 
National Agricultural Research, Extension, 
and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 
3103)), and schools of veterinary medicine).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
October 1, 2014. 

SEC. 7215. REPEAL OF RED MEAT SAFETY RE-
SEARCH CENTER. 

Section 1676 of the Food, Agriculture, Con-
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5929) is repealed. 

SEC. 7216. ASSISTIVE TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM 
FOR FARMERS WITH DISABILITIES. 

Section 1680(c)(1) of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5933(c)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘is’’ and inserting ‘‘are’’; 
and 

(2) by striking ‘‘section’’ and all that fol-
lows and inserting the following: ‘‘section— 

‘‘(A) $6,000,000 for each of fiscal years 1999 
through 2013; and 

‘‘(B) $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 

SEC. 7217. NATIONAL RURAL INFORMATION CEN-
TER CLEARINGHOUSE. 

Section 2381(e) of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
3125b(e)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
Subtitle C—Agricultural Research, Extension, 

and Education Reform Act of 1998 
SEC. 7301. RELEVANCE AND MERIT OF AGRICUL-

TURAL RESEARCH, EXTENSION, AND 
EDUCATION FUNDED BY THE DE-
PARTMENT. 

Section 103(a)(2) of the Agricultural Re-
search, Extension, and Education Reform 
Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7613(a)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in the heading by striking ‘‘MERIT RE-
VIEW OF EXTENSION’’ and inserting ‘‘REL-
EVANCE AND MERIT REVIEW OF RESEARCH, EX-
TENSION,’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (A)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘relevance and’’ before 

‘‘merit’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘extension or education’’ 

and inserting ‘‘research, extension, or edu-
cation’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘on a 
continuous basis’’ after ‘‘procedures’’. 
SEC. 7302. INTEGRATED RESEARCH, EDUCATION, 

AND EXTENSION COMPETITIVE 
GRANTS PROGRAM. 

Subsection (e) of section 406 of the Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Education 
Reform Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7626) (as redesig-
nated by section 7128(b)(3)(A)(ii)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 7303. SUPPORT FOR RESEARCH REGARDING 

DISEASES OF WHEAT, TRITICALE, 
AND BARLEY CAUSED BY FUSARIUM 
GRAMINEARUM OR BY TILLETIA INDICA. 

Section 408(e) of the Agricultural Re-
search, Extension, and Education Reform 
Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7628(e)) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

‘‘(1) such sums as may be necessary for 
each of fiscal years 1999 through 2013; and 

‘‘(2) $10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7304. REPEAL OF BOVINE JOHNE’S DISEASE 

CONTROL PROGRAM. 
Section 409 of the Agricultural Research, 

Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 
(7 U.S.C. 7629) is repealed. 
SEC. 7305. GRANTS FOR YOUTH ORGANIZATIONS. 

Section 410(d) of the Agricultural Re-
search, Extension, and Education Reform 
Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7630(d)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘section such sums as are nec-
essary’’ and all that follows and inserting 
the following: ‘‘section— 

‘‘(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2013; and 

‘‘(2) $3,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7306. SPECIALTY CROP RESEARCH INITIA-

TIVE. 
Section 412 of the Agricultural Research, 

Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 
(7 U.S.C. 7632) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 

as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; 
(B) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as so 

redesignated), the following new paragraph: 
‘‘(1) CITRUS DISEASE SUBCOMMITTEE.—The 

term ‘citrus disease subcommittee’ means 
the subcommittee established under section 
1408A(a)(2) of the National Agricultural Re-
search, Extension, and Teaching Policy Act 
of 1977.’’;and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(4) SPECIALTY CROPS COMMITTEE.—The 
term ‘specialty crops committee’ means the 
committee established under section 1408A of 
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the National Agricultural Research, Exten-
sion, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 
U.S.C. 3123a).’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and 

genomics’’ and inserting ‘‘genomics, and 
other methods’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘handling 
and processing,’’ after ‘‘production effi-
ciency,’’; 

(3) in subsection (c), in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘the Initia-
tive’’ and inserting ‘‘this section’’; 

(4) by striking subsection (d) and inserting 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(d) REVIEW OF PROPOSALS.—In carrying 
out this section, the Secretary shall award 
competitive grants on the basis of— 

‘‘(1) a scientific peer review conducted by a 
panel of subject matter experts from Federal 
agencies, non-Federal entities, and the spe-
cialty crop industry; and 

‘‘(2) a review and ranking for merit, rel-
evance, and impact conducted by a panel of 
specialty crop industry representatives for 
the specific specialty crop.’’; 

(5) by redesignating subsections (e) (as 
amended by section 7128(b)(3)(B)), (f), (g), and 
(h) as subsections (g), (h), (i), and (k), respec-
tively; 

(6) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing new subsections: 

‘‘(e) CONSULTATION.—Each fiscal year, be-
fore conducting the scientific peer review de-
scribed in paragraph (1) of subsection (d) and 
the merit and relevancy review described in 
paragraph (2) of such subsection, the Sec-
retary shall consult with the specialty crops 
committee regarding such reviews. The com-
mittee shall provide the Secretary— 

‘‘(1) in the first fiscal year in which that 
consultation occurs, any recommendations 
for conducting such reviews in such fiscal 
year; and 

‘‘(2) in any subsequent fiscal year in which 
such consultation occurs— 

‘‘(A) an assessment of the procedures and 
objectives used by the Secretary for such re-
views in the previous fiscal year; 

‘‘(B) any recommendations for such re-
views for the current fiscal year; and 

‘‘(C) any comments on grants awarded 
under subsection (d) during the previous fis-
cal year. 

‘‘(f) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit 
to the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of 
the Senate a report on— 

‘‘(1) the results of the consultations with 
the specialty crops committee (and sub-
committees thereof) conducted under sub-
section (e) of this section and subsection (g) 
of section 1408A of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3123a); 

‘‘(2) the specialty crops committee’s (and 
subcommittees thereof) recommendations, if 
any, provided to the Secretary during such 
consultations; and 

‘‘(3) the specialty crops committee’s (and 
subcommittees thereof) review of the grants 
awarded under subsection (d) and (j), as ap-
plicable, in the previous fiscal year.’’; 

(7) in subsection (g) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 

the following new paragraph: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—With respect to grants 

awarded under this section, the Secretary 
shall seek and accept proposals for grants.’’; 
and 

(B) in paragraph (3) (as redesignated by 
section 7128(b)(3)(B)), by striking ‘‘this sec-
tion’’ and inserting ‘‘the Initiative’’; 

(8) in subsection (h) (as so redesignated), in 
the matter preceding paragraph (1), by strik-
ing ‘‘this section’’ and inserting ‘‘the Initia-
tive’’; 

(9) in subsection (k) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘(1) MANDATORY FUNDING 

FOR FISCAL YEARS 2008 THROUGH 2012.—Of the 
funds’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) MANDATORY FUNDING.— 
‘‘(A) FISCAL YEARS 2008 THROUGH 2012.—Of 

the funds’’; and 
(ii) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraph: 
‘‘(B) SUBSEQUENT FUNDING.—Of the funds of 

the Commodity Credit Corporation, the Sec-
retary shall make available to carry out this 
section $80,000,000 for fiscal year 2014 and 
each fiscal year thereafter. 

‘‘(C) RESERVATION.—For each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018, the Secretary shall 
reserve not less than $25,000,000 of the funds 
made available under subparagraph (B) to 
carry out the program established under sub-
section (j). 

‘‘(D) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—Funds re-
served under subparagraph (C) shall remain 
available and reserved for the purpose de-
scribed in such subparagraph until ex-
pended.’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘2008 

THROUGH 2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2014 THROUGH 
2018’’ ; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘2008 through 2012’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2014 through 2018’’; and 

(10) by inserting after subsection (i) the 
following new subsection: 

‘‘(j) EMERGENCY CITRUS DISEASE RESEARCH 
AND EXTENSION PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.—The 
Secretary shall establish a competitive re-
search and extension grant program to com-
bat diseases of citrus under which the Sec-
retary awards competitive grants to eligible 
entities— 

‘‘(A) to conduct scientific research and ex-
tension activities, technical assistance, and 
development activities to combat citrus dis-
eases and pests, both domestic and invasive, 
which pose imminent harm to the United 
States citrus production and threaten the fu-
ture viability of the citrus industry, includ-
ing huanglongbing and the Asian Citrus 
Psyllid; and 

‘‘(B) to provide support for the dissemina-
tion and commercialization of relevant in-
formation, techniques, and technologies dis-
covered pursuant to research and extension 
activities funded through— 

‘‘(i) the emergency citrus disease research 
and extension program; or 

‘‘(ii) other research and extension projects 
intended to solve problems caused by citrus 
production diseases and invasive pests. 

‘‘(2) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under 
this subsection, the Secretary shall give pri-
ority to grants that address the research and 
extension priorities established pursuant to 
subsection (g)(4) of section 1408A of the Na-
tional Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3123a). 

‘‘(3) COORDINATION.—When developing the 
proposed research and extension agenda and 
budget under subsection (g)(2) of section 
1408A of the National Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 
U.S.C. 3123a) for the funds made available 
under this subsection for a fiscal year, the 
citrus disease subcommittee shall— 

‘‘(A) seek input from Federal and State 
agencies and other entities involved in citrus 
disease response; and 

‘‘(B) take into account other public and 
private citrus-related research and extension 
projects and the funding for such projects. 

‘‘(4) NONDUPLICATION.—The Secretary shall 
ensure that funds made available to carry 
out the emergency citrus disease research 
and extension activities under this sub-
section shall be in addition to and not sup-
plant funds made available to carry out 

other citrus disease activities carried out by 
the Department of Agriculture in consulta-
tion with State agencies. 

‘‘(5) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In 
addition to the amounts reserved under sub-
section (k)(1)(C), there are authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out this subsection, 
$25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. 

‘‘(6) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) CITRUS.—The term ‘citrus’ means edi-

ble fruit of the family Rutaceae, including 
any hybrid of such fruits and products of 
such hybrids that are produced for commer-
cial purposes in the United States. 

‘‘(B) CITRUS PRODUCER.—The term ‘citrus 
producer’ means any person that is engaged 
in the domestic production and commercial 
sale of citrus in the United States. 

‘‘(C) EMERGENCY CITRUS DISEASE RESEARCH 
AND EXTENSION PROGRAM.—The term ‘emer-
gency citrus disease research and extension 
program’ means the emergency citrus re-
search and extension grant program estab-
lished under this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 7307. [H7308] FOOD ANIMAL RESIDUE AVOID-

ANCE DATABASE PROGRAM. 
Section 604(e) of the Agricultural Re-

search, Extension, and Education Reform 
Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7642(e)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 7308. REPEAL OF NATIONAL SWINE RE-

SEARCH CENTER. 
Section 612 of the Agricultural Research, 

Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 
(Public Law 105–185; 112 Stat. 605) is repealed. 
SEC. 7309. OFFICE OF PEST MANAGEMENT POL-

ICY. 
Section 614(f) of the Agricultural Research, 

Extension, and Education Reform Act of 1998 
(7 U.S.C. 7653(f)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘such sums as are nec-
essary’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘section’’ and all that fol-
lows and inserting the following: ‘‘section— 

‘‘(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 1999 through 2013; and 

‘‘(2) $3,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7310. FORESTRY PRODUCTS ADVANCED UTI-

LIZATION RESEARCH. 
Subtitle B of title VI of the Agricultural 

Research, Extension, and Education Reform 
Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7651 et seq.) is amended 
by inserting after section 616 (7 U.S.C. 7655) 
the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 617. FORESTRY PRODUCTS ADVANCED UTI-

LIZATION RESEARCH. 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish a forestry and forestry products re-
search and extension initiative to develop 
and disseminate science-based tools that ad-
dress the needs of the forestry sector and 
their respective regions, forest and 
timberland owners and managers, and for-
estry products engineering, manufacturing, 
and related interests. 

‘‘(b) ACTIVITIES.—The initiative described 
in subsection (a) shall include the following 
activities: 

‘‘(1) Research conducted for purposes of— 
‘‘(A) wood quality improvement with re-

spect to lumber strength and grade yield; 
‘‘(B) the development of novel engineered 

lumber products and renewable energy from 
wood; and 

‘‘(C) enhancing the longevity, sustain-
ability, and profitability of timberland 
through sound management and utilization. 

‘‘(2) Demonstration activities and tech-
nology transfer to demonstrate the bene-
ficial characteristics of wood as a green 
building material, including investments in 
life cycle assessment for wood products. 

‘‘(3) Projects designed to improve— 
‘‘(A) forestry products, lumber, and evalua-

tion standards and valuation techniques; 
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‘‘(B) lumber quality and value-based, on- 

forest management techniques; and 
‘‘(C) forestry products conversion and man-

ufacturing efficiency, productivity, and prof-
itability over the long term (including for-
estry product marketing). 

‘‘(c) GRANTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

make competitive grants to carry out the ac-
tivities described in subsection (b). 

‘‘(2) PRIORITIES.—In making grants under 
this section, the Secretary shall give higher 
priority to activities that are carried out by 
entities that— 

‘‘(A) are multistate, multiinstitutional, or 
multidisciplinary; 

‘‘(B) have explicit mechanisms to commu-
nicate results to producers, forestry industry 
stakeholders, policymakers, and the public; 
and 

‘‘(C) have— 
‘‘(i) extensive history and demonstrated 

experience in forestry and forestry products 
research; 

‘‘(ii) existing capacity in forestry products 
research and dissemination; and 

‘‘(iii) a demonstrated means of evaluating 
and responding to the needs of the related 
commercial sector. 

‘‘(3) ADMINISTRATION.—In making grants 
under this section, the Secretary shall follow 
the requirements of paragraphs (4), (7), (8), 
and (11)(B) of subsection (b) of the Competi-
tive, Special, and Facilities Research Grant 
Act (7 U.S.C. 450i). 

‘‘(4) TERM.—The term of a grant made 
under this section may not exceed 10 years. 

‘‘(d) COORDINATION.— The Secretary shall 
ensure that any activities carried out under 
this section are carried out in coordination 
with the Forest Service, including the Forest 
Products Laboratory, and other appropriate 
agencies of the Department. 

‘‘(e) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit 
an annual report to the Committee on Agri-
culture of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry of the Senate describing, for 
the period covered by the report— 

‘‘(1) the research that has been conducted 
under paragraph (2) of subsection (b); 

‘‘(2) the number of buildings the Forest 
Service has built with wood as the primary 
structural material; and 

‘‘(3) the investments made by the Forest 
Service in green building and wood pro-
motion. 

‘‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to 

be appropriated to carry out this section 
$7,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018. 

‘‘(2) MATCHING FUNDS.—To the extent prac-
ticable, the Secretary shall match any funds 
made available under paragraph (1) with 
funds made available under section 7 of the 
Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resources 
Research Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C.1646).’’. 
SEC. 7311. REPEAL OF STUDIES OF AGRICUL-

TURAL RESEARCH, EXTENSION, AND 
EDUCATION. 

Subtitle C of title VI of the Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Education Reform 
Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7671 et seq.) is repealed. 

Subtitle D—Other Laws 
SEC. 7401. CRITICAL AGRICULTURAL MATERIALS 

ACT. 
Section 16(a) of the Critical Agricultural 

Materials Act (7 U.S.C. 178n(a)) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘such sums as are nec-

essary’’; and 
(2) by striking ‘‘Act’’ and all that follows 

and inserting the following: ‘‘Act— 
‘‘(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 

fiscal years 1991 through 2013; and 
‘‘(2) $2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 

through 2018.’’. 

SEC. 7402. EQUITY IN EDUCATIONAL LAND- 
GRANT STATUS ACT OF 1994. 

(a) DEFINITION OF 1994 INSTITUTION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 532 of the Equity 

in Educational Land-Grant Status Act of 
1994 (7 U.S.C. 301 note; Public Law 103–382) is 
amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 532. DEFINITION OF 1994 INSTITUTION. 

‘‘In this part, the term ‘1994 Institution’ 
means any of the following colleges: 

‘‘(1) Aaniiih Nakoda College. 
‘‘(2) Bay Mills Community College. 
‘‘(3) Blackfeet Community College. 
‘‘(4) Cankdeska Cikana Community Col-

lege. 
‘‘(5) Chief Dull Knife College. 
‘‘(6) College of Menominee Nation. 
‘‘(7) College of the Muscogee Nation. 
‘‘(8) D–Q University. 
‘‘(9) Dine College. 
‘‘(10) Fond du Lac Tribal and Community 

College. 
‘‘(11) Fort Berthold Community College. 
‘‘(12) Fort Peck Community College. 
‘‘(13) Haskell Indian Nations University. 
‘‘(14) Ilisagvik College. 
‘‘(15) Institute of American Indian and 

Alaska Native Culture and Arts Develop-
ment. 

‘‘(16) Keweenaw Bay Ojibwa Community 
College. 

‘‘(17) Lac Courte Oreilles Ojibwa Commu-
nity College. 

‘‘(18) Leech Lake Tribal College. 
‘‘(19) Little Big Horn College. 
‘‘(20) Little Priest Tribal College. 
‘‘(21) Navajo Technical College. 
‘‘(22) Nebraska Indian Community College. 
‘‘(23) Northwest Indian College. 
‘‘(24) Oglala Lakota College. 
‘‘(25) Saginaw Chippewa Tribal College. 
‘‘(26) Salish Kootenai College. 
‘‘(27) Sinte Gleska University. 
‘‘(28) Sisseton Wahpeton College. 
‘‘(29) Sitting Bull College. 
‘‘(30) Southwestern Indian Polytechnic In-

stitute. 
‘‘(31) Stone Child College. 
‘‘(32) Tohono O’odham Community College. 
‘‘(33) Turtle Mountain Community College. 
‘‘(34) United Tribes Technical College. 
‘‘(35) White Earth Tribal and Community 

College.’’. 
(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 

made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on 
October 1, 2014. 

(b) ENDOWMENT FOR 1994 INSTITUTIONS.— 
Section 533(b) of the Equity in Educational 
Land-Grant Status Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 301 
note; Public Law 103–382) is amended in the 
first sentence by striking ‘‘2012’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘2018’’. 

(c) INSTITUTIONAL CAPACITY BUILDING 
GRANTS.—Section 535 of the Equity in Edu-
cational Land-Grant Status Act of 1994 (7 
U.S.C. 301 note; Public Law 103–382) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ each place it ap-
pears in subsections (b)(1) and (c) and insert-
ing ‘‘2018’’. 

(d) RESEARCH GRANTS.— 
(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

Section 536(c) of the Equity in Educational 
Land-Grant Status Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 301 
note; Public Law 103–382) is amended in the 
first sentence by striking ‘‘2012’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘2018’’. 

(2) RESEARCH GRANT REQUIREMENTS.—Sec-
tion 536(b) of the Equity in Educational 
Land-Grant Status Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 301 
note; Public Law 103–382) is amended by 
striking ‘‘with at least 1 other land-grant 
college or university’’ and all that follows 
and inserting the following: ‘‘with— 

‘‘(1) the Agricultural Research Service of 
the Department of Agriculture; or 

‘‘(2) at least 1— 
‘‘(A) other land-grant college or university 

(exclusive of another 1994 Institution); 

‘‘(B) non-land-grant college of agriculture 
(as defined in section 1404 of the National 
Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3103)); 
or 

‘‘(C) cooperating forestry school (as de-
fined in that section).’’. 
SEC. 7403. RESEARCH FACILITIES ACT. 

Section 6(a) of the Research Facilities Act 
(7 U.S.C. 390d(a)) is amended by striking 
‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 7404. COMPETITIVE, SPECIAL, AND FACILI-

TIES RESEARCH GRANT ACT. 
(a) EXTENSION.—Subsection (b)(11)(A) of 

the Competitive, Special, and Facilities Re-
search Grant Act (7 U.S.C. 450i(b)(11)(A)) is 
amended, in the matter preceding clause (i), 
by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) PRIORITY AREAS.—Subsection (b)(2) of 
the Competitive, Special, and Facilities Re-
search Grant Act (7 U.S.C. 450i(b)(2)) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B)— 
(A) in clause (vii), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 

end; 
(B) in clause (viii), by striking the period 

at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

clauses: 
‘‘(ix) the research and development of sur-

veillance methods, vaccines, vaccination de-
livery systems, or diagnostic tests for pests 
and diseases, including— 

‘‘(I) epizootic diseases in domestic live-
stock (including deer, elk, bison, and other 
animals of the family Cervidae); and 

‘‘(II) zoonotic diseases (including bovine 
brucellosis and bovine tuberculosis) in do-
mestic livestock or wildlife reservoirs that 
present a potential concern to public health; 
and 

‘‘(x) the identification of animal drug 
needs and the generation and dissemination 
of data for safe and effective therapeutic ap-
plications of animal drugs for minor species 
and minor uses of such drugs in major spe-
cies.’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (D)— 
(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘RENEW-

ABLE ENERGY’’ and inserting ‘‘BIOENERGY’’; 
(B) by redesignating clauses (iv), (v), and 

(vi) as clauses (v), (vi), and (vii), respec-
tively; and 

(C) by inserting after clause (iii) the fol-
lowing new clause: 

‘‘(iv) the effectiveness of conservation 
practices and technologies designed to ad-
dress nutrient losses and improve water 
quality;’’; and 

(3) in subparagraph (F)— 
(A) in the matter preceding clause (i), by 

inserting ‘‘economics,’’ after ‘‘trade,’’; 
(B) by redesignating clauses (v) and (vi) as 

clauses (vi) and (vii), respectively; and 
(C) by inserting after clause (iv) the fol-

lowing new clause: 
‘‘(v) the economic costs, benefits, and via-

bility of producers adopting conservation 
practices and technologies designed to im-
prove water quality;’’. 

(c) GENERAL ADMINISTRATION.—Subsection 
(b)(4) of the Competitive, Special, and Facili-
ties Research Grant Act (7 U.S.C. 450i(b)(4)) 
is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (E), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(F) establish procedures, including 
timelines, under which an entity established 
under a commodity promotion law (as such 
term is defined under section 501(a) of the 
Federal Agriculture Improvement and Re-
form Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7401(a))) or a State 
commodity board (or other equivalent State 
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entity) may directly submit to the Secretary 
for consideration proposals for requests for 
applications that specifically address par-
ticular issues related to the priority areas 
specified in paragraph (2). ’’. 

(d) SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS.—Subsection 
(b)(6) of the Competitive, Special, and Facili-
ties Research Grant Act (7 U.S.C. 450i(b)(6)) 
is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(E) to eligible entities to carry out the 
specific proposals submitted under proce-
dures established under paragraph (4)(F) only 
if such specific proposals are consistent with 
a priority area specified in paragraph (2).’’. 

(e) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—Subsection 
(b)(7)(G) of the Competitive, Special, and Fa-
cilities Research Grant Act (7 U.S.C. 
450i(b)(7)(G)) is amended by striking ‘‘or cor-
porations’’ and inserting ‘‘, foundations, or 
corporations’’. 

(f) SPECIAL CONTRIBUTION REQUIREMENT FOR 
CERTAIN GRANTS.—Subsection (b)(9) of the 
Competitive, Special, and Facilities Re-
search Grant Act (7 U.S.C. 450i(b)(9)) (as 
amended by section 7128(b)(4)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(B) CONTRIBUTION REQUIREMENT FOR COM-
MODITY PROMOTION GRANTS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clauses (ii) 
and (iii), as a condition of funding a grant 
under paragraph (6)(E), the Secretary shall 
require that the grant be matched with an 
equal contribution of funds from the entities 
described in paragraph (4)(F) submitting pro-
posals under procedures established under 
such paragraph. 

‘‘(ii) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—Contributions required 

by clause (i) shall be available to the Sec-
retary for obligation and remain available 
until expended for the purpose of making 
grants under paragraph (6)(E). 

‘‘(II) ADMINISTRATION.—Of amounts con-
tributed to the Secretary under clause (i), 
not more than 4 percent may be retained by 
the Secretary to pay administrative costs in-
curred by the Secretary in carrying out this 
subsection. 

‘‘(III) RESTRICTION.—Funds contributed to 
the Secretary by an entity under clause (i) in 
connection with a proposal submitted by 
that entity under procedures established 
under paragraph (4)(F) may only be used to 
fund grants in connection with that pro-
posal. 

‘‘(IV) REMAINING FUNDS.—Funds contrib-
uted to the Secretary by an entity under 
clause (i) that remain unobligated at the 
time of grant closeout shall be returned to 
that entity. 

‘‘(V) INDIRECT COSTS.—The indirect cost 
rate applicable to appropriated funds for a 
grant funded under paragraph (6)(E) shall 
apply to amounts contributed by an entity 
under clause (i). 

‘‘(iii) OTHER MATCHING FUNDS REQUIRE-
MENTS.—The contribution requirement under 
clause (i) shall be in addition to any match-
ing funds requirement for grant recipients 
required by section 1492 of the National Agri-
cultural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977.’’. 

(g) INTER-REGIONAL RESEARCH PROJECT 
NUMBER 4.—Subsection (e) of the Competi-
tive, Special, and Facilities Research Grant 
Act (7 U.S.C. 450i(e)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘‘minor 
use pesticides’’ and inserting ‘‘pesticides for 
minor agricultural use and for use on spe-
cialty crops (as defined in section 3 of the 

Specialty Crops Competitiveness Act of 2004 
(7 U.S.C. 1621 note)),’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (4)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘and 

for use on specialty crops’’ after ‘‘minor ag-
ricultural use’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(C) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as 
subparagraph (G); and 

(D) by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 
following new subparagraphs: 

‘‘(C) prioritize potential pest management 
technology for minor agricultural use and 
for use on specialty crops; 

‘‘(D) conduct research to develop the data 
necessary to facilitate pesticide registra-
tions, reregistrations, and associated toler-
ances; 

‘‘(E) assist in removing trade barriers 
caused by residues of pesticides registered 
for minor agricultural use and for use on do-
mestically grown specialty crops; 

‘‘(F) assist in the registration and rereg-
istration of pest management technologies 
for minor agricultural use and for use on spe-
cialty crops; and’’. 
SEC. 7405. RENEWABLE RESOURCES EXTENSION 

ACT OF 1978. 
(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

Section 6 of the Renewable Resources Exten-
sion Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 1675) is amended in 
the first sentence by striking ‘‘2012’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2018’’. 

(b) TERMINATION DATE.—Section 8 of the 
Renewable Resources Extension Act of 1978 
(16 U.S.C. 1671 note; Public Law 95–306) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 7406. NATIONAL AQUACULTURE ACT OF 1980. 

Section 10 of the National Aquaculture Act 
of 1980 (16 U.S.C. 2809) is amended by striking 
‘‘2012’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 7407. REPEAL OF USE OF REMOTE SENSING 

DATA. 
Section 892 of the Federal Agriculture Im-

provement and Reform Act of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 
5935) is repealed. 
SEC. 7408. REPEAL OF REPORTS UNDER FARM SE-

CURITY AND RURAL INVESTMENT 
ACT OF 2002. 

(a) REPEAL OF REPORT ON PRODUCERS AND 
HANDLERS FOR ORGANIC PRODUCTS.—Section 
7409 of the Farm Security and Rural Invest-
ment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 5925b note; Public 
Law 107–171) is repealed. 

(b) REPEAL OF REPORT ON GENETICALLY 
MODIFIED PEST-PROTECTED PLANTS.—Section 
7410 of the Farm Security and Rural Invest-
ment Act of 2002 (Public Law 107–171; 116 
Stat. 462) is repealed. 

(c) REPEAL OF STUDY ON NUTRIENT BANK-
ING.—Section 7411 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 5925a 
note; Public Law 107–171) is repealed. 
SEC. 7409. BEGINNING FARMER AND RANCHER 

DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM. 
Section 7405 of the Farm Security and 

Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 3319f) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking subpara-

graphs (A) through (R) and inserting the fol-
lowing new subparagraphs: 

‘‘(A) basic livestock, forest management, 
and crop farming practices; 

‘‘(B) innovative farm, ranch, and private, 
nonindustrial forest land transfer strategies; 

‘‘(C) entrepreneurship and business train-
ing; 

‘‘(D) financial and risk management train-
ing (including the acquisition and manage-
ment of agricultural credit); 

‘‘(E) natural resource management and 
planning; 

‘‘(F) diversification and marketing strate-
gies; 

‘‘(G) curriculum development; 
‘‘(H) mentoring, apprenticeships, and in-

ternships; 
‘‘(I) resources and referral; 
‘‘(J) farm financial benchmarking; 
‘‘(K) assisting beginning farmers or ranch-

ers in acquiring land from retiring farmers 
and ranchers; 

‘‘(L) agricultural rehabilitation and voca-
tional training for veterans; 

‘‘(M) farm safety and awareness; and 
‘‘(N) other similar subject areas of use to 

beginning farmers or ranchers.’’; 
(B) in paragraph (2)(C), by striking ‘‘and 

nongovernmental organization’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘or nongovernmental organization’’; 

(C) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘and com-
munity-based organizations’’ and inserting 
‘‘, community-based organizations, and 
school-based agricultural educational orga-
nizations’’; 

(D) by striking paragraph (8) and inserting 
the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(8) SET-ASIDES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not less than 5 percent 

of the funds used to carry out this subsection 
for a fiscal year shall be used to support pro-
grams and services that address the needs 
of— 

‘‘(i) limited resource beginning farmers or 
ranchers (as defined by the Secretary); 

‘‘(ii) socially disadvantaged farmers or 
ranchers (as defined in section 355(e) of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act (7 U.S.C. 2003(e)) who are beginning 
farmers or ranchers; and 

‘‘(iii) farmworkers desiring to become 
farmers or ranchers. 

‘‘(B) VETERAN FARMERS AND RANCHERS.— 
Not less than 5 percent of the funds used to 
carry out this subsection for a fiscal year 
shall be used to support programs and serv-
ices that address the needs of veteran farm-
ers and ranchers (as defined in section 2501(e) 
of the Food, Agriculture, Conservation, and 
Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 2279(e))). ’’; and 

(E) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

‘‘(11) LIMITATION ON INDIRECT COSTS.—A re-
cipient of a grant under this subsection may 
not use more than 10 percent of the funds 
provided by the grant for the indirect costs 
of carrying out the initiatives described in 
paragraph (1). 

‘‘(12) COORDINATION PERMITTED.—A recipi-
ent of a grant under this subsection using 
the grant as described in paragraph (8)(B) 
may coordinate with a recipient of a grant 
under section 1680 of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5933) in addressing the needs of veteran farm-
ers and ranchers with disabilities.’’; 

(2) in subsection (h)(1)— 
(A) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 
(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 

at the end; 
(C) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(D) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraph: 
‘‘(C) $20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 

through 2018, to remain available until ex-
pended.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (h)(2)— 
(A) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘2008 THROUGH 2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2014 
THROUGH 2018’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘2008 through 2012’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2014 through 2018’’. 
SEC. 7410. NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH, 

EXTENSION, AND TEACHING POLICY 
ACT AMENDMENTS OF 1985. 

Section 1431 of the National Agricultural 
Research, Extension, and Teaching Policy 
Act Amendments of 1985 (Public Law 99–198; 
99 Stat. 1556) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
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Subtitle E—Food, Conservation, and Energy 

Act of 2008 
PART I—AGRICULTURAL SECURITY 

SEC. 7501. AGRICULTURAL BIOSECURITY COMMU-
NICATION CENTER. 

Section 14112(c) of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8912(c)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

‘‘(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2013; and 

‘‘(2) $2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7502. ASSISTANCE TO BUILD LOCAL CAPAC-

ITY IN AGRICULTURAL BIOSECURITY 
PLANNING, PREPARATION, AND RE-
SPONSE. 

Section 14113 of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8913) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘such sums as may be nec-

essary’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘subsection’’ and all that 

follows and inserting the following: ‘‘sub-
section— 

‘‘(A) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2013; and 

‘‘(B) $15,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(2), by striking ‘‘is au-
thorized to be appropriated to carry out this 
subsection’’ and all that follows and insert-
ing the following: ‘‘are authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out this subsection— 

‘‘(A) $25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2013; and 

‘‘(B) $15,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7503. RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT OF AG-

RICULTURAL COUNTERMEASURES. 
Section 14121(b) of the Food, Conservation, 

and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8921(b)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘is authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out this section’’ and all 
that follows and inserting the following: 
‘‘are authorized to be appropriated to carry 
out this section— 

‘‘(1) $50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2008 
through 2013; and 

‘‘(2) $15,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7504. AGRICULTURAL BIOSECURITY GRANT 

PROGRAM. 
Section 14122(e) of the Food, Conservation, 

and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8922(e)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘sums as are necessary’’; 
and 

(2) by striking ‘‘section’’ and all that fol-
lows and inserting the following: ‘‘section— 

‘‘(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2013, to remain 
available until expended; and 

‘‘(2) $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018, to remain available until ex-
pended.’’. 

PART II—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 
SEC. 7511. ENHANCED USE LEASE AUTHORITY 

PILOT PROGRAM. 
Section 308 of the Federal Crop Insurance 

Reform and Department of Agriculture Reor-
ganization Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 3125a) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(6)(A), by striking ‘‘5 
years’’ and inserting ‘‘10 years’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d)(2), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘1, 3, 
and 5 years’’ and inserting ‘‘6, 8, and 10 
years’’. 
SEC. 7512. GRAZINGLANDS RESEARCH LABORA-

TORY. 
Section 7502 of the Food, Conservation, and 

Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110–246; 122 

Stat. 2019) is amended by striking ‘‘5-year pe-
riod’’ and inserting ‘‘10-year period’’. 
SEC. 7513. BUDGET SUBMISSION AND FUNDING. 

Section 7506 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 7614c) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) COVERED PROGRAM.—The term ‘covered 

program’ means— 
‘‘(A) each research program carried out by 

the Agricultural Research Service or the 
Economic Research Service for which annual 
appropriations are requested in the annual 
budget submission of the President; and 

‘‘(B) each competitive program carried out 
by the National Institute of Food and Agri-
culture for which annual appropriations are 
requested in the annual budget submission of 
the President. 

‘‘(2) REQUEST FOR APPLICATIONS.—The term 
‘request for applications’ means a funding 
announcement published by the National In-
stitute of Food and Agriculture that pro-
vides detailed information on funding oppor-
tunities at the Institute, including the pur-
pose, eligibility, restriction, focus areas, 
evaluation criteria, regulatory information, 
and instructions on how to apply for such op-
portunities.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

‘‘(e) ADDITIONAL PRESIDENTIAL BUDGET 
SUBMISSION REQUIREMENT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each year, the President 
shall submit to Congress for each funding re-
quest for a covered program— 

‘‘(A) in the case of the information de-
scribed in paragraph (2), such information 
together with the annual budget submission 
of the President; and 

‘‘(B) in the case of any additional informa-
tion described in paragraph (3), such addi-
tional information within a reasonable pe-
riod that begins after the date of the annual 
budget submission of the President. 

‘‘(2) INFORMATION DESCRIBED.—The infor-
mation described in this paragraph in-
cludes— 

‘‘(A) baseline information, including with 
respect to each covered program— 

‘‘(i) the funding level for the program for 
the fiscal year preceding the year for which 
the annual budget submission of the Presi-
dent is submitted; 

‘‘(ii) the funding level requested in the an-
nual budget submission of the President, in-
cluding any increase or decrease in the fund-
ing level; and 

‘‘(iii) an explanation justifying any change 
from the funding level specified in clause (i) 
to the level specified in clause (ii); 

‘‘(B) with respect to each covered program 
that is carried out by the Economic Re-
search Service or the Agricultural Research 
Service, the location and staff years of the 
program; 

‘‘(C) the proposed funding levels to be allo-
cated to, and the expected publication date, 
scope, and allocation level for, each request 
for applications to be published under or as-
sociated with— 

‘‘(i) each priority area specified in sub-
section (b)(2) of the Competitive, Special, 
and Facilities Research Grant Act (7 U.S.C. 
450i(b)(2)); 

‘‘(ii) each research and extension project 
carried out under section 1621(a) of the Food, 
Agriculture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 
1990 (7 U.S.C. 5811(a)); 

‘‘(iii) each grant awarded under section 
1672B(a) of the Food, Agriculture, Conserva-
tion, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 5925b(a)); 

‘‘(iv) each grant awarded under section 
412(d) of the Agricultural Research, Exten-
sion, and Education Reform Act of 1998 (7 
U.S.C. 7632(d)); and 

‘‘(v) each grant awarded under section 
7405(c)(1) of the Farm Security and Rural In-
vestment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 3319f(c)(1)); and 

‘‘(D) any other information the Secretary 
determines will increase congressional over-
sight with respect to covered programs. 

‘‘(3) ADDITIONAL INFORMATION DESCRIBED.— 
The additional information described in this 
paragraph is information that the Secretary, 
after consulting with the Committee on Ag-
riculture of the House of Representatives, 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry of the Senate, and the Sub-
committees on Agriculture, Rural Develop-
ment, Food and Drug Administration, and 
Related Agencies of the Committee on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives 
and the Senate, determines is a necessary re-
vision or clarification to the information de-
scribed in paragraph (2). 

‘‘(4) PROHIBITION.—Unless the President 
submits the information described in para-
graph (2)(C) for a fiscal year, the President 
may not carry out any program during that 
fiscal year that is authorized under— 

‘‘(A) subsection (b) of the Competitive, 
Special, and Facilities Research Grant Act (7 
U.S.C. 450i(b)); 

‘‘(B) section 1621 of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5811); 

‘‘(C) section 1672B of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
5925b); 

‘‘(D) section 412 of the Agricultural Re-
search, Extension, and Education Reform 
Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7632); or 

‘‘(E) section 7405 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 3319f). 

‘‘(f) REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF AGRI-
CULTURE.—Each year on a date that is not 
later than the date on which the President 
submits the annual budget, the Secretary 
shall submit to Congress a report containing 
a description of the agricultural research, 
extension, and education activities carried 
out by the Federal Government during the 
fiscal year that immediately precedes the 
year for which the report is submitted, in-
cluding— 

‘‘(1) a review of the extent to which those 
activities— 

‘‘(A) are duplicative or overlap within the 
Department of Agriculture; or 

‘‘(B) are similar to activities carried out 
by— 

‘‘(i) other Federal agencies; 
‘‘(ii) the States (including the District of 

Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico and other territories or possessions of 
the United States); 

‘‘(iii) institutions of higher education (as 
defined in section 101 of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001)); or 

‘‘(iv) the private sector; and 
‘‘(2) for each report submitted under this 

section on or after January 1, 2014, a 5-year 
projection of national priorities with respect 
to agricultural research, extension, and edu-
cation, taking into account domestic needs. 

‘‘(g) INTERCHANGEABILITY OF FUNDS.—Noth-
ing in this section shall be construed so as to 
limit the authority of the Secretary under 
section 702(b) of the Department of Agri-
culture Organic Act of 1944 (7 U.S.C. 2257(b)), 
with respect to the reprogramming or trans-
fer of funds.’’. 
SEC. 7514. REPEAL OF SEED DISTRIBUTION. 

Section 7523 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 415–1) is re-
pealed. 
SEC. 7515. NATURAL PRODUCTS RESEARCH PRO-

GRAM. 
Section 7525(e) of the Food, Conservation, 

and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 5937(e)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
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carry out this section $7,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 7516. SUN GRANT PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7526 of the Food, 
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 8114) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(4)(B), by striking ‘‘the 
Department of Energy’’ and inserting ‘‘other 
appropriate Federal agencies (as determined 
by the Secretary)’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘at 

South Dakota State University’’; 
(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘at 

the University of Tennessee at Knoxville’’; 
(C) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘at 

Oklahoma State University’’; 
(D) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘at 

Oregon State University’’; 
(E) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘at 

Cornell University’’; and 
(F) in subparagraph (F), by striking ‘‘at 

the University of Hawaii’’; 
(3) in subsection (c)(1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking 

‘‘multistate’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘technology implementation’’ and inserting 
‘‘integrated, multistate research, extension, 
and education programs on technology devel-
opment and technology implementation’’; 

(B) by striking subparagraph (C); and 
(C) by redesignating subparagraph (D) as 

subparagraph (C); 
(4) in subsection (d)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘in accordance with para-

graph (2)’’; 
(ii) by striking ‘‘gasification’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘bioproducts’’; and 
(iii) by striking ‘‘the Department of En-

ergy’’ and inserting ‘‘other appropriate Fed-
eral agencies’’; 

(B) by striking paragraph (2); and 
(C) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 

as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and 
(5) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 

inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 

7526(f)(1) of the Food, Conservation, and En-
ergy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8114(f)) is amended 
by striking ‘‘subsection (c)(1)(D)(i)’’ and in-
serting ‘‘subsection (c)(1)(C)(i)’’. 
SEC. 7517. REPEAL OF STUDY AND REPORT ON 

FOOD DESERTS. 
Section 7527 of the Food, Conservation, and 

Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110–246; 122 
Stat. 2039) is repealed. 
SEC. 7518. REPEAL OF AGRICULTURAL AND 

RURAL TRANSPORTATION RE-
SEARCH AND EDUCATION. 

Section 7529 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 5938) is repealed. 

Subtitle F—Miscellaneous Provisions 
SEC. 7601. FOUNDATION FOR FOOD AND AGRI-

CULTURE RESEARCH. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) BOARD.—The term ‘‘Board’’ means the 

Board of Directors described in subsection 
(e). 

(2) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 
means the Department of Agriculture. 

(3) FOUNDATION.—The term ‘‘Foundation’’ 
means the Foundation for Food and Agri-
culture Research established under sub-
section (b). 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-

lish a nonprofit corporation to be known as 
the ‘‘Foundation for Food and Agriculture 
Research’’. 

(2) STATUS.—The Foundation shall not be 
an agency or instrumentality of the United 
States Government. 

(c) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the Foun-
dation shall be— 

(1) to advance the research mission of the 
Department by supporting agricultural re-
search activities focused on addressing key 
problems of national and international sig-
nificance including— 

(A) plant health, production, and plant 
products; 

(B) animal health, production, and prod-
ucts; 

(C) food safety, nutrition, and health; 
(D) renewable energy, natural resources, 

and the environment; 
(E) agricultural and food security; 
(F) agriculture systems and technology; 

and 
(G) agriculture economics and rural com-

munities; and 
(2) to foster collaboration with agricul-

tural researchers from the Federal Govern-
ment, State (as defined in section 1404 of the 
National Agricultural Research, Extension, 
and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 
3103)) governments, institutions of higher 
education (as defined in section 101 of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001)), 
industry, and nonprofit organizations. 

(d) DUTIES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Foundation shall— 
(A) award grants to, or enter into con-

tracts, memoranda of understanding, or co-
operative agreements with, scientists and 
entities, which may include agricultural re-
search agencies in the Department, univer-
sity consortia, public-private partnerships, 
institutions of higher education, nonprofit 
organizations, and industry, to efficiently 
and effectively advance the goals and prior-
ities of the Foundation; 

(B) in consultation with the Secretary— 
(i) identify existing and proposed Federal 

intramural and extramural research and de-
velopment programs relating to the purposes 
of the Foundation described in subsection 
(c); and 

(ii) coordinate Foundation activities with 
those programs so as to minimize duplica-
tion of existing efforts and to avoid conflicts; 

(C) identify unmet and emerging agricul-
tural research needs after reviewing the 
roadmap for agricultural research, edu-
cation, and extension authorized by section 
7504 of the Food, Conservation, and Energy 
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 7614a); 

(D) facilitate technology transfer and re-
lease of information and data gathered from 
the activities of the Foundation to the agri-
cultural research community; 

(E) promote and encourage the develop-
ment of the next generation of agricultural 
research scientists; and 

(F) carry out such other activities as the 
Board determines to be consistent with the 
purposes of the Foundation. 

(2) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER ACTIVITIES.— 
The activities described in paragraph (1) 
shall be supplemental to any other activities 
at the Department and shall not preempt 
any authority or responsibility of the De-
partment under another provision of law. 

(e) BOARD OF DIRECTORS.— 
(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Foundation shall 

be governed by a Board of Directors. 
(2) COMPOSITION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Board shall be com-

posed of appointed and ex-officio, nonvoting 
members. 

(B) EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS.—The ex-officio 
members of the Board shall be the following 
individuals or designees of such individuals: 

(i) The Secretary. 
(ii) The Under Secretary of Agriculture for 

Research, Education, and Economics. 
(iii) The Administrator of the Agricultural 

Research Service. 
(iv) The Director of the National Institute 

of Food and Agriculture. 
(v) The Director of the National Science 

Foundation. 

(C) APPOINTED MEMBERS.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—The ex-officio members of 

the Board (as specified in subparagraph (B)) 
shall, by majority vote, appoint to the Board 
15 individuals, of whom— 

(I) 8 shall be selected from a list of can-
didates to be provided by the National Acad-
emy of Sciences; and 

(II) 7 shall be selected from lists of can-
didates provided by industry. 

(ii) REQUIREMENTS.— 
(I) EXPERTISE.—The ex-officio members 

shall ensure that a majority of the appointed 
members of the Board have actual experi-
ence in agricultural research and, to the ex-
tent practicable, represent diverse sectors of 
agriculture. 

(II) LIMITATION.—No employee of the Fed-
eral Government may serve as an appointed 
member of the Board under this subpara-
graph. 

(III) NOT FEDERAL EMPLOYMENT.—Appoint-
ment to the Board under this subparagraph 
shall not constitute Federal employment. 

(iii) AUTHORITY.—All appointed members of 
the Board shall be voting members. 

(D) CHAIR.—The Board shall, from among 
the members of the Board, designate an indi-
vidual to serve as Chair of the Board. 

(3) INITIAL MEETING.—Not later than 60 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall convene a meeting of the 
ex-officio members of the Board— 

(A) to incorporate the Foundation; and 
(B) to appoint the members of the Board in 

accordance with paragraph (2)(C)(i). 
(4) DUTIES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Board shall— 
(i) establish bylaws for the Foundation 

that, at a minimum, include— 
(I) policies for the selection of future 

Board members, officers, employees, agents, 
and contractors of the Foundation; 

(II) policies, including ethical standards, 
for— 

(aa) the acceptance, solicitation, and dis-
position of donations and grants to the 
Foundation; and 

(bb) the disposition of assets of the Foun-
dation, including appropriate limits on the 
ability of donors to designate, by stipulation 
or restriction, the use or recipient of donated 
funds; 

(III) policies that would subject all em-
ployees, fellows, trainees, and other agents 
of the Foundation (including members of the 
Board) to conflict of interest standards in 
the same manner as Federal employees are 
subject to the conflict of interest standards 
under section 208 of title 18, United States 
Code; 

(IV) policies for writing, editing, printing, 
publishing, and vending of books and other 
materials; 

(V) policies for the conduct of the general 
operations of the Foundation, including a 
cap on administrative expenses for recipients 
of a grant, contract, or cooperative agree-
ment from the Foundation; and 

(VI) specific duties for the Executive Di-
rector; 

(ii) prioritize and provide overall direction 
for the activities of the Foundation; 

(iii) evaluate the performance of the Exec-
utive Director; and 

(iv) carry out any other necessary activi-
ties regarding the Foundation. 

(B) ESTABLISHMENT OF BYLAWS.—In estab-
lishing bylaws under subparagraph (A)(i), the 
Board shall ensure that the bylaws do not— 

(i) reflect unfavorably on the ability of the 
Foundation to carry out the duties of the 
Foundation in a fair and objective manner; 
or 

(ii) compromise, or appear to compromise, 
the integrity of any governmental agency or 
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program, or any officer or employee em-
ployed by, or involved in, a governmental 
agency or program. 

(5) TERMS AND VACANCIES.— 
(A) TERMS.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—The term of each member 

of the Board appointed under paragraph 
(2)(C) shall be 5 years, except that of the 
members initially appointed, 8 of the mem-
bers shall each be appointed for a term of 3 
years and 7 of the members shall each be ap-
pointed for a term of 2 years. 

(ii) PARTIAL TERMS.—If a member of the 
Board does not serve the full term applicable 
under clause (i), the individual appointed to 
fill the resulting vacancy shall be appointed 
for the remainder of the term of the prede-
cessor of the individual. 

(iii) TRANSITION.—A member of the Board 
may continue to serve after the expiration of 
the term of the member until a successor is 
appointed. 

(B) VACANCIES.—After the initial appoint-
ment of the members of the Board under 
paragraph (2)(C), any vacancy in the mem-
bership of the Board shall be filled as pro-
vided in the bylaws established under para-
graph (4)(A)(i). 

(6) COMPENSATION.—Members of the Board 
may not receive compensation for service on 
the Board but may be reimbursed for travel, 
subsistence, and other necessary expenses in-
curred in carrying out the duties of the 
Board. 

(7) MEETINGS AND QUORUM.—A majority of 
the members of the Board shall constitute a 
quorum for purposes of conducting the busi-
ness of the Board. 

(f) ADMINISTRATION.— 
(1) EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Board shall hire an 

Executive Director who shall carry out such 
duties and responsibilities as the Board may 
prescribe. 

(B) SERVICE.—The Executive Director shall 
serve at the pleasure of the Board. 

(2) ADMINISTRATIVE POWERS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this sec-

tion, the Board, acting through the Execu-
tive Director, may— 

(i) adopt, alter, and use a corporate seal, 
which shall be judicially noticed; 

(ii) hire, promote, compensate, and dis-
charge 1 or more officers, employees, and 
agents, as may be necessary, and define the 
duties of the officers, employees, and agents; 

(iii) solicit and accept any funds, gifts, 
grants, devises, or bequests of real or per-
sonal property made to the Foundation, in-
cluding such support from private entities; 

(iv) prescribe the manner in which— 
(I) real or personal property of the Founda-

tion is acquired, held, and transferred; 
(II) general operations of the Foundation 

are to be conducted; and 
(III) the privileges granted to the Board by 

law are exercised and enjoyed; 
(v) with the consent of the applicable exec-

utive department or independent agency, use 
the information, services, and facilities of 
the department or agency in carrying out 
this section on a reimbursable basis; 

(vi) enter into contracts with public and 
private organizations for the writing, edit-
ing, printing, and publishing of books and 
other material; 

(vii) hold, administer, invest, and spend 
any funds, gifts, grant, devise, or bequest of 
real or personal property made to the Foun-
dation; 

(viii) enter into such contracts, leases, co-
operative agreements, and other trans-
actions as the Board considers appropriate to 
conduct the activities of the Foundation; 

(ix) modify or consent to the modification 
of any contract or agreement to which the 
Foundation is a party or in which the Foun-
dation has an interest; 

(x) take such action as may be necessary 
to obtain and maintain patents for and to li-
cense inventions (as defined in section 201 of 
title 35, United States Code) developed by 
the Foundation, employees of the Founda-
tion, or derived from the collaborative ef-
forts of the Foundation; 

(xi) sue and be sued in the corporate name 
of the Foundation, and complain and defend 
in courts of competent jurisdiction; 

(xii) appoint other groups of advisors as 
may be determined necessary to carry out 
the functions of the Foundation; and 

(xiii) exercise such other incidental powers 
as are necessary to carry out the duties and 
functions of the Foundation in accordance 
with this section. 

(B) LIMITATION.—No appointed member of 
the Board or officer or employee of the Foun-
dation or of any program established by the 
Foundation (other than ex-officio members 
of the Board) shall exercise administrative 
control over any Federal employee. 

(3) RECORDS.— 
(A) AUDITS.—The Foundation shall— 
(i) provide for annual audits of the finan-

cial condition of the Foundation; and 
(ii) make the audits, and all other records, 

documents, and other papers of the Founda-
tion, available to the Secretary and the 
Comptroller General of the United States for 
examination or audit. 

(B) REPORTS.— 
(i) ANNUAL REPORT ON FOUNDATION.— 
(I) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 5 months 

following the end of each fiscal year, the 
Foundation shall publish a report for the 
preceding fiscal year that includes— 

(aa) a description of Foundation activities, 
including accomplishments; and 

(bb) a comprehensive statement of the op-
erations and financial condition of the Foun-
dation. 

(II) FINANCIAL CONDITION.—Each report 
under subclause (I) shall include a descrip-
tion of all gifts, grants, devises, or bequests 
to the Foundation of real or personal prop-
erty or money, which shall include— 

(aa) the source of the gifts, grants, devises, 
or bequests; and 

(bb) any restrictions on the purposes for 
which the gift, grant, devise, or bequest may 
be used. 

(III) AVAILABILITY.—The Foundation 
shall— 

(aa) make copies of each report submitted 
under subclause (I) available for public in-
spection; and 

(bb) on request, provide a copy of the re-
port to any individual. 

(IV) PUBLIC MEETING.—The Board shall 
hold an annual public meeting to summarize 
the activities of the Foundation. 

(ii) GRANT REPORTING.—Any recipient of a 
grant under subsection (d)(1)(A) shall provide 
the Foundation with a report at the conclu-
sion of any research or studies conducted 
that describes the results of the research or 
studies, including any data generated. 

(4) INTEGRITY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—To ensure integrity in 

the operations of the Foundation, the Board 
shall develop and enforce procedures relating 
to standards of conduct, financial disclosure 
statements, conflicts of interest (including 
recusal and waiver rules), audits, and any 
other matters determined appropriate by the 
Board. 

(B) FINANCIAL CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.— 
Any individual who is an officer, employee, 
or member of the Board is prohibited from 
any participation in deliberations by the 
Foundation of a matter that would directly 
or predictably affect any financial interest 
of— 

(i) the individual; 

(ii) a relative (as defined in section 109 of 
the Ethics in Government Act of 1978 (5 
U.S.C. App.)) of that individual; or 

(iii) a business organization or other entity 
in which the individual has an interest, in-
cluding an organization or other entity with 
which the individual is negotiating employ-
ment. 

(5) INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY.—The Board 
shall adopt written standards to govern the 
ownership and licensing of any intellectual 
property rights derived from the collabo-
rative efforts of the Foundation. 

(6) LIABILITY.—The United States shall not 
be liable for any debts, defaults, acts, or 
omissions of the Foundation nor shall the 
full faith and credit of the United States ex-
tend to any obligations of the Foundation. 

(g) FUNDS.— 
(1) MANDATORY FUNDING.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—On the date of the enact-

ment of this Act, of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall transfer to the Foundation to carry out 
this section $200,000,000, to remain available 
until expended under the conditions de-
scribed in subparagraph (B). 

(B) CONDITIONS ON EXPENDITURE.—The 
Foundation may use the funds made avail-
able under subparagraph (A) to carry out the 
purposes of the Foundation only to the ex-
tent that the Foundation secures an equal 
amount of non-Federal matching funds for 
each expenditure. 

(C) PROHIBITION ON CONSTRUCTION.—None of 
the funds made available under subparagraph 
(A) may be used for construction. 

(2) SEPARATION OF FUNDS.—The Executive 
Director shall ensure that any funds received 
under paragraph (1) are held in separate ac-
counts from funds received from nongovern-
mental entities as described in subsection 
(f)(2)(A)(iii). 
SEC. 7602. CONCESSIONS AND AGREEMENTS 

WITH NONPROFIT ORGANIZATIONS 
FOR NATIONAL ARBORETUM. 

Section 6 of the Act of March 4, 1927 (20 
U.S.C. 196), is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking paragraph 
(1) and inserting the following new para-
graph: 

‘‘(1) negotiate concessions and agreements 
for the National Arboretum with nonprofit 
scientific or educational organizations, the 
interests of which are complementary to the 
mission of the National Arboretum, or non-
profit organizations that support the purpose 
of the National Arboretum, except that the 
net proceeds of the organizations from the 
concessions or agreements, as applicable, 
shall be used exclusively for— 

‘‘(A) the research and educational work for 
the benefit of the National Arboretum; and 

‘‘(B) the operation and maintenance of the 
facilities of the National Arboretum, includ-
ing enhancements, upgrades, restoration, 
and conservation;’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(d) RECOGNITION OF DONORS.—A nonprofit 
organization that entered into a concession 
or agreement under subsection (a)(1) may 
recognize donors if that recognition is ap-
proved in advance by the Secretary of Agri-
culture. In considering whether to approve 
such recognition, the Secretary shall broadly 
exercise the discretion of the Secretary to 
the fullest extent allowed under Federal 
law.’’. 
SEC. 7603. AGRICULTURAL AND FOOD LAW RE-

SEARCH, LEGAL TOOLS, AND INFOR-
MATION. 

(a) PARTNERSHIPS.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture, acting through the National Agri-
cultural Library, shall support the dissemi-
nation of objective, scholarly, and authori-
tative agricultural and food law research, 
legal tools, and information by entering into 
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cooperative agreements with institutions of 
higher education (as defined in section 101 of 
the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1001)) that on the date of enactment of this 
Act are carrying out objective programs for 
research, legal tools, and information in ag-
ricultural and food law. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $5,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2014 and each fiscal year thereafter. 
SEC. 7604. COTTON DISEASE RESEARCH REPORT. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to Congress a report on the fun-
gus Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. vasinfectum 
race 4 (referred to in this section as ‘‘FOV 
Race 4’’) and the impact of such fungus on 
cotton, including— 

(1) an overview of the threat FOV Race 4 
poses to the cotton industry in the United 
States; 

(2) the status and progress of Federal re-
search initiatives to detect, contain, or 
eradicate FOV Race 4, including current 
FOV Race 4-specific research projects; and 

(3) a comprehensive strategy to combat 
FOV Race 4 that establishes— 

(A) detection and identification goals; 
(B) containment goals; 
(C) eradication goals; and 
(D) a plan to partner with the cotton in-

dustry in the United States to maximize re-
sources, information sharing, and research 
responsiveness and effectiveness. 
SEC. 7605. MISCELLANEOUS TECHNICAL CORREC-

TIONS. 
Sections 7408 and 7409 of the Food, Con-

servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (Public 
Law 110–246; 122 Stat. 2013) are both amended 
by striking ‘‘Title III of the Department of 
Agriculture Reorganization Act of 1994’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Title III of the Federal Crop In-
surance Reform and Department of Agri-
culture Reorganization Act of 1994’’. 
SEC. 7606. LEGITIMACY OF INDUSTRIAL HEMP 

RESEARCH. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the Con-

trolled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 801 et seq.), 
the Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Commu-
nities Act (20 U.S.C. 7101 et seq.), chapter 81 
of title 41, United States Code, or any other 
Federal law, an institution of higher edu-
cation (as defined in section 101 of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001)) or a 
State department of agriculture may grow or 
cultivate industrial hemp if— 

(1) the industrial hemp is grown or cul-
tivated for purposes of research conducted 
under an agricultural pilot program or other 
agricultural or academic research; and 

(2) the growing or cultivating of industrial 
hemp is allowed under the laws of the State 
in which such institution of higher education 
or State department of agriculture is located 
and such research occurs. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) AGRICULTURAL PILOT PROGRAM.—The 

term ‘‘agricultural pilot program’’ means a 
pilot program to study the growth, cultiva-
tion, or marketing of industrial hemp— 

(A) in States that permit the growth or 
cultivation of industrial hemp under the 
laws of the State; and 

(B) in a manner that— 
(i) ensures that only institutions of higher 

education and State departments of agri-
culture are used to grow or cultivate indus-
trial hemp; 

(ii) requires that sites used for growing or 
cultivating industrial hemp in a State be 
certified by, and registered with, the State 
department of agriculture; and 

(iii) authorizes State departments of agri-
culture to promulgate regulations to carry 
out the pilot program in the States in ac-
cordance with the purposes of this section. 

(2) INDUSTRIAL HEMP.—The term ‘‘indus-
trial hemp’’ means the plant Cannabis sativa 
L. and any part of such plant, whether grow-
ing or not, with a delta-9 
tetrahydrocannabinol concentration of not 
more than 0.3 percent on a dry weight basis. 

(3) STATE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE.— 
The term ‘‘State department of agriculture’’ 
means the agency, commission, or depart-
ment of a State government responsible for 
agriculture within the State. 

TITLE VIII—FORESTRY 
Subtitle A—Repeal of Certain Forestry 

Programs 
SEC. 8001. FOREST LAND ENHANCEMENT PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) REPEAL.—Section 4 of the Cooperative 

Forestry Assistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 
2103) is repealed. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 8002 
of the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (Public Law 107–171; 16 U.S.C. 2103 
note) is amended by striking subsection (a). 
SEC. 8002. WATERSHED FORESTRY ASSISTANCE 

PROGRAM. 
Section 6 of the Cooperative Forestry As-

sistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2103b) is re-
pealed. 
SEC. 8003. EXPIRED COOPERATIVE NATIONAL 

FOREST PRODUCTS MARKETING 
PROGRAM. 

Section 18 of the Cooperative Forestry As-
sistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2112) is re-
pealed. 
SEC. 8004. HISPANIC-SERVING INSTITUTION AG-

RICULTURAL LAND NATIONAL RE-
SOURCES LEADERSHIP PROGRAM. 

Section 8402 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (16 U.S.C. 1649a) is re-
pealed. 
SEC. 8005. TRIBAL WATERSHED FORESTRY AS-

SISTANCE PROGRAM. 
Section 303 of the Healthy Forests Restora-

tion Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 6542) is repealed. 
SEC. 8006. SEPARATE FOREST SERVICE DECI-

SIONMAKING AND APPEALS PROC-
ESS. 

(a) REPEAL.—Section 322 of the Depart-
ment of the Interior and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 1993 (16 U.S.C. 1612 note; 
Public Law 102–381) is repealed. 

(b) FOREST SERVICE PRE-DECISIONAL OBJEC-
TION PROCESS.—Section 428 of division E of 
the Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2012 (16 
U.S.C. 6515 note; Public Law 112–74) shall not 
apply to any project or activity imple-
menting a land and resource management 
plan developed under section 6 of the Forest 
and Rangeland Renewable Resources Plan-
ning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1604) that is cat-
egorically excluded from documentation in 
an environmental assessment or an environ-
mental impact statement under the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.). 

Subtitle B—Reauthorization of Cooperative 
Forestry Assistance Act of 1978 Programs 

SEC. 8101. STATE-WIDE ASSESSMENT AND STRAT-
EGIES FOR FOREST RESOURCES. 

Section 2A of the Cooperative Forestry As-
sistance Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2101a) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘and’’; 
(B) by redesignating paragraph (5) as para-

graph (6); and 
(C) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-

lowing new paragraph: 
‘‘(5) as feasible, appropriate military in-

stallations where the voluntary participa-
tion and management of private or State- 
owned or other public forestland is able to 
support, promote, and contribute to the mis-
sions of such installations; and’’; and 

(2) in subsection (f)(1), by striking ‘‘2012’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 

Subtitle C—Reauthorization of Other 
Forestry-related Laws 

SEC. 8201. RURAL REVITALIZATION TECH-
NOLOGIES. 

Section 2371(d)(2) of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
6601(d)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 8202. OFFICE OF INTERNATIONAL FOR-

ESTRY. 

Section 2405(d) of the Global Climate 
Change Prevention Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
6704(d)) is amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 8203. HEALTHY FORESTS RESERVE PRO-

GRAM. 

(a) DEFINITION OF ACREAGE OWNED BY IN-
DIAN TRIBES.—Section 502(e)(3) of the 
Healthy Forests Restoration Act (16 U.S.C. 
6572(e)(3)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘sub-
paragraphs (A) and (B)’’ and inserting 
‘‘clauses (i) and (ii)’’; 

(2) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 
through (C) as clauses (i) through (iii), re-
spectively, and indenting appropriately; and 

(3) by striking ‘‘In the case of’’ and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(A) DEFINITION OF ACREAGE OWNED BY IN-
DIAN TRIBES.—In this paragraph, the term 
‘acreage owned by Indian tribes’ includes— 

‘‘(i) land that is held in trust by the United 
States for Indian tribes or individual Indi-
ans; 

‘‘(ii) land, the title to which is held by In-
dian tribes or individual Indians subject to 
Federal restrictions against alienation or en-
cumbrance; 

‘‘(iii) land that is subject to rights of use, 
occupancy, and benefit of certain Indian 
tribes; 

‘‘(iv) land that is held in fee title by an In-
dian tribe; or 

‘‘(v) land that is owned by a native cor-
poration formed under section 17 of the Act 
of June 18, 1934 (commonly known as the ‘In-
dian Reorganization Act’) (25 U.S.C. 477) or 
section 8 of the Alaska Native Claims Settle-
ment Act (43 U.S.C. 1607); or 

‘‘(vi) a combination of 1 or more types of 
land described in clauses (i) through (v). 

‘‘(B) ENROLLMENT OF ACREAGE.—In the case 
of’’. 

(b) CHANGE IN FUNDING SOURCE FOR 
HEALTHY FORESTS RESERVE PROGRAM.—Sec-
tion 508 of the Healthy Forests Restoration 
Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 6578) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘IN GEN-
ERAL’’ and inserting ‘‘FISCAL YEARS 2009 
THROUGH 2013’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (d); and 

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(b) FISCAL YEARS 2014 THROUGH 2018.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary of Agriculture to carry out this 
section $12,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. 

‘‘(c) ADDITIONAL SOURCE OF FUNDS.—In ad-
dition to funds appropriated pursuant to the 
authorization of appropriations in subsection 
(b) for a fiscal year, the Secretary may use 
such amount of the funds appropriated for 
that fiscal year to carry out the Soil Con-
servation and Domestic Allotment Act (16 
U.S.C. 590a et seq.) as the Secretary deter-
mines necessary to cover the cost of tech-
nical assistance, management, and enforce-
ment responsibilities for land enrolled in the 
healthy forests reserve program pursuant to 
subsections (a) and (b) of section 504.’’. 
SEC. 8204. INSECT AND DISEASE INFESTATION. 

Title VI of the Healthy Forests Restora-
tion Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 6591 et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
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‘‘SEC. 602. DESIGNATION OF TREATMENT AREAS. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITION OF DECLINING FOREST 
HEALTH.—In this section, the term ‘declining 
forest health’ means a forest that is experi-
encing— 

‘‘(1) substantially increased tree mortality 
due to insect or disease infestation; or 

‘‘(2) dieback due to infestation or defolia-
tion by insects or disease. 

‘‘(b) DESIGNATION OF TREATMENT AREAS.— 
‘‘(1) INITIAL AREAS.—Not later than 60 days 

after the date of enactment of the Agricul-
tural Act of 2014, the Secretary shall, if re-
quested by the Governor of the State, des-
ignate as part of an insect and disease treat-
ment program 1 or more landscape-scale 
areas, such as subwatersheds (sixth-level hy-
drologic units, according to the System of 
Hydrologic Unit Codes of the United States 
Geological Survey), in at least 1 national for-
est in each State that is experiencing an in-
sect or disease epidemic. 

‘‘(2) ADDITIONAL AREAS.—After the end of 
the 60-day period described in paragraph (1), 
the Secretary may designate additional 
landscape-scale areas under this section as 
needed to address insect or disease threats. 

‘‘(c) REQUIREMENTS.—To be designated a 
landscape-scale area under subsection (b), 
the area shall be— 

‘‘(1) experiencing declining forest health, 
based on annual forest health surveys con-
ducted by the Secretary; 

‘‘(2) at risk of experiencing substantially 
increased tree mortality over the next 15 
years due to insect or disease infestation, 
based on the most recent National Insect and 
Disease Risk Map published by the Forest 
Service; or 

‘‘(3) in an area in which the risk of hazard 
trees poses an imminent risk to public infra-
structure, health, or safety. 

‘‘(d) TREATMENT OF AREAS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may carry 

out priority projects on Federal land in the 
areas designated under subsection (b) to re-
duce the risk or extent of, or increase the re-
silience to, insect or disease infestation in 
the areas. 

‘‘(2) AUTHORITY.—Any project under para-
graph (1) for which a public notice to initiate 
scoping is issued on or before September 30, 
2018, may be carried out in accordance with 
subsections (b), (c), and (d) of section 102, and 
sections 104, 105, and 106. 

‘‘(3) EFFECT.—Projects carried out under 
this subsection shall be considered author-
ized hazardous fuel reduction projects for 
purposes of the authorities described in para-
graph (2). 

‘‘(4) REPORT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with the 

schedule described in subparagraph (B), the 
Secretary shall issue 2 reports on actions 
taken to carry out this subsection, includ-
ing— 

‘‘(i) an evaluation of the progress towards 
project goals; and 

‘‘(ii) recommendations for modifications to 
the projects and management treatments. 

‘‘(B) SCHEDULE.—The Secretary shall— 
‘‘(i) not earlier than September 30, 2018, 

issue the initial report under subparagraph 
(A); and 

‘‘(ii) not earlier than September 30, 2024, 
issue the second report under that subpara-
graph. 

‘‘(e) TREE RETENTION.—The Secretary shall 
carry out projects under subsection (d) in a 
manner that maximizes the retention of old- 
growth and large trees, as appropriate for 
the forest type, to the extent that the trees 
promote stands that are resilient to insects 
and disease. 

‘‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $200,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2024. 

‘‘SEC. 603. ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subsection (d), a project described in sub-
section (b) that is conducted in accordance 
with section 602(d) may be— 

‘‘(1) considered an action categorically ex-
cluded from the requirements of Public Law 
91–190 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); and 

‘‘(2) exempt from the special administra-
tive review process under section 105. 

‘‘(b) COLLABORATIVE RESTORATION 
PROJECT.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A project referred to in 
subsection (a) is a project to carry out forest 
restoration treatments that— 

‘‘(A) maximizes the retention of old-growth 
and large trees, as appropriate for the forest 
type, to the extent that the trees promote 
stands that are resilient to insects and dis-
ease; 

‘‘(B) considers the best available scientific 
information to maintain or restore the eco-
logical integrity, including maintaining or 
restoring structure, function, composition, 
and connectivity; and 

‘‘(C) is developed and implemented through 
a collaborative process that— 

‘‘(i) includes multiple interested persons 
representing diverse interests; and 

‘‘(ii)(I) is transparent and nonexclusive; or 
‘‘(II) meets the requirements for a resource 

advisory committee under subsections (c) 
through (f) of section 205 of the Secure Rural 
Schools and Community Self-Determination 
Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 7125). 

‘‘(2) INCLUSION.—A project under this sub-
section may carry out part of a proposal that 
complies with the eligibility requirements of 
the Collaborative Forest Landscape Restora-
tion Program under section 4003(b) of the 
Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 
2009 (16 U.S.C. 7303(b)). 

‘‘(c) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) PROJECT SIZE.—A project under this 

section may not exceed 3000 acres. 
‘‘(2) LOCATION.—A project under this sec-

tion shall be limited to areas— 
‘‘(A) in the wildland-urban interface; or 
‘‘(B) Condition Classes 2 or 3 in Fire Re-

gime Groups I, II, or III, outside the 
wildland-urban interface. 

‘‘(3) ROADS.— 
‘‘(A) PERMANENT ROADS.— 
‘‘(i) PROHIBITION ON ESTABLISHMENT.—A 

project under this section shall not include 
the establishment of permanent roads. 

‘‘(ii) EXISTING ROADS.—The Secretary may 
carry out necessary maintenance and repairs 
on existing permanent roads for the purposes 
of this section. 

‘‘(B) TEMPORARY ROADS.—The Secretary 
shall decommission any temporary road con-
structed under a project under this section 
not later than 3 years after the date on 
which the project is completed. 

‘‘(d) EXCLUSIONS.—This section does not 
apply to— 

‘‘(1) a component of the National Wilder-
ness Preservation System; 

‘‘(2) any Federal land on which, by Act of 
Congress or Presidential proclamation, the 
removal of vegetation is restricted or prohib-
ited; 

‘‘(3) a congressionally designated wilder-
ness study area; or 

‘‘(4) an area in which activities under sub-
section (a) would be inconsistent with the 
applicable land and resource management 
plan. 

‘‘(e) FOREST MANAGEMENT PLANS.—All 
projects and activities carried out under this 
section shall be consistent with the land and 
resource management plan established under 
section 6 of the Forest and Rangeland Re-
newable Resources Planning Act of 1974 (16 
U.S.C. 1604) for the unit of the National For-
est System containing the projects and ac-
tivities. 

‘‘(f) PUBLIC NOTICE AND SCOPING.—The Sec-
retary shall conduct public notice and 
scoping for any project or action proposed in 
accordance with this section. 

‘‘(g) ACCOUNTABILITY.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre-

pare an annual report on the use of categor-
ical exclusions under this section that in-
cludes a description of all acres (or other ap-
propriate unit) treated through projects car-
ried out under this section. 

‘‘(2) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this section, 
and each year thereafter, the Secretary shall 
submit the reports required under paragraph 
(1) to— 

‘‘(A) the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate; 

‘‘(B) the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate; 

‘‘(C) the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives; 

‘‘(D) the Committee on Natural Resources 
of the House of Representatives; and 

‘‘(E) the Government Accountability Of-
fice.’’. 
SEC. 8205. STEWARDSHIP END RESULT CON-

TRACTING PROJECTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Title VI of the Healthy 

Forests Restoration Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 
6591) (as amended by section 8204) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 604. STEWARDSHIP END RESULT CON-

TRACTING PROJECTS. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) CHIEF.—The term ‘Chief’ means the 

Chief of the Forest Service. 
‘‘(2) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘Director’ means 

the Director of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment. 

‘‘(b) PROJECTS.—The Chief and the Direc-
tor, via agreement or contract as appro-
priate, may enter into stewardship con-
tracting projects with private persons or 
other public or private entities to perform 
services to achieve land management goals 
for the national forests and the public lands 
that meet local and rural community needs. 

‘‘(c) LAND MANAGEMENT GOALS.—The land 
management goals of a project under sub-
section (b) may include any of the following: 

‘‘(1) Road and trail maintenance or obliter-
ation to restore or maintain water quality. 

‘‘(2) Soil productivity, habitat for wildlife 
and fisheries, or other resource values. 

‘‘(3) Setting of prescribed fires to improve 
the composition, structure, condition, and 
health of stands or to improve wildlife habi-
tat. 

‘‘(4) Removing vegetation or other activi-
ties to promote healthy forest stands, reduce 
fire hazards, or achieve other land manage-
ment objectives. 

‘‘(5) Watershed restoration and mainte-
nance. 

‘‘(6) Restoration and maintenance of wild-
life and fish. 

‘‘(7) Control of noxious and exotic weeds 
and reestablishing native plant species. 

‘‘(d) AGREEMENTS OR CONTRACTS.— 
‘‘(1) PROCUREMENT PROCEDURE.—A source 

for performance of an agreement or contract 
under subsection (b) shall be selected on a 
best-value basis, including consideration of 
source under other public and private agree-
ments or contracts. 

‘‘(2) CONTRACT FOR SALE OF PROPERTY.—A 
contract entered into under this section 
may, at the discretion of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, be considered a contract for the 
sale of property under such terms as the Sec-
retary may prescribe without regard to any 
other provision of law. 

‘‘(3) TERM.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subparagraph (B), the Chief and the Director 
may enter into a contract under subsection 
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(b) in accordance with section 3903 of title 41, 
United States Code. 

‘‘(B) MAXIMUM.—The period of the contract 
under subsection (b) may exceed 5 years but 
may not exceed 10 years. 

‘‘(4) OFFSETS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Chief and the Direc-

tor may apply the value of timber or other 
forest products removed as an offset against 
the cost of services received under the agree-
ment or contract described in subsection (b). 

‘‘(B) METHODS OF APPRAISAL.—The value of 
timber or other forest products used as an 
offset under subparagraph (A)— 

‘‘(i) shall be determined using appropriate 
methods of appraisal commensurate with the 
quantity of products to be removed; and 

‘‘(ii) may— 
‘‘(I) be determined using a unit of measure 

appropriate to the contracts; and 
‘‘(II) may include valuing products on a 

per-acre basis. 
‘‘(5) RELATION TO OTHER LAWS.—Notwith-

standing subsections (d) and (g) of section 14 
of the National Forest Management Act of 
1976 (16 U.S.C. 472a), the Chief may enter into 
an agreement or contract under subsection 
(b). 

‘‘(6) CONTRACTING OFFICER.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the Sec-
retary or the Secretary of the Interior may 
determine the appropriate contracting offi-
cer to enter into and administer an agree-
ment or contract under subsection (b). 

‘‘(7) FIRE LIABILITY PROVISIONS.—Not later 
than 90 days after the date of enactment of 
this section, the Chief and the Director shall 
issue for use in all contracts and agreements 
under this section fire liability provisions 
that are in substantially the same form as 
the fire liability provisions contained in— 

‘‘(A) integrated resource timber contracts, 
as described in the Forest Service contract 
numbered 2400–13, part H, section H.4; and 

‘‘(B) timber sale contracts conducted pur-
suant to section 14 of the National Forest 
Management Act of 1976 (16 U.S.C. 472a). 

‘‘(e) RECEIPTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chief and the Direc-

tor may collect monies from an agreement 
or contract under subsection (b) if the collec-
tion is a secondary objective of negotiating 
the contract that will best achieve the pur-
poses of this section. 

‘‘(2) USE.—Monies from an agreement or 
contract under subsection (b)— 

‘‘(A) may be retained by the Chief and the 
Director; and 

‘‘(B) shall be available for expenditure 
without further appropriation at the project 
site from which the monies are collected or 
at another project site. 

‘‘(3) RELATION TO OTHER LAWS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, the value of services 
received by the Chief or the Director under a 
stewardship contract project conducted 
under this section, and any payments made 
or resources provided by the contractor, 
Chief, or Director shall not be considered 
monies received from the National Forest 
System or the public lands. 

‘‘(B) KNUTSON-VANDERBERG ACT.—The Act 
of June 9, 1930 (commonly known as the 
‘Knutson-Vanderberg Act’) (16 U.S.C. 576 et 
seq.) shall not apply to any agreement or 
contract under subsection (b). 

‘‘(f) COSTS OF REMOVAL.—Notwithstanding 
the fact that a contractor did not harvest 
the timber, the Chief may collect deposits 
from a contractor covering the costs of re-
moval of timber or other forest products 
under— 

‘‘(1) the Act of August 11, 1916 (16 U.S.C. 
490); and 

‘‘(2) the Act of June 30, 1914 (16 U.S.C. 498). 
‘‘(g) PERFORMANCE AND PAYMENT GUARAN-

TEES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chief and the Direc-
tor may require performance and payment 
bonds under sections 28.103–2 and 28.103–3 of 
the Federal Acquisition Regulation, in an 
amount that the contracting officer con-
siders sufficient to protect the investment in 
receipts by the Federal Government gen-
erated by the contractor from the estimated 
value of the forest products to be removed 
under a contract under subsection (b). 

‘‘(2) EXCESS OFFSET VALUE.—If the offset 
value of the forest products exceeds the 
value of the resource improvement treat-
ments, the Chief and the Director may— 

‘‘(A) collect any residual receipts under the 
Act of June 9, 1930 (commonly known as the 
‘Knutson-Vanderberg Act’) (16 U.S.C. 576 et 
seq.); and 

‘‘(B) apply the excess to other authorized 
stewardship projects. 

‘‘(h) MONITORING AND EVALUATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Chief and the Direc-

tor shall establish a multiparty monitoring 
and evaluation process that accesses the 
stewardship contracting projects conducted 
under this section. 

‘‘(2) PARTICIPANTS.—Other than the Chief 
and Director, participants in the process de-
scribed in paragraph (1) may include— 

‘‘(A) any cooperating governmental agen-
cies, including tribal governments; and 

‘‘(B) any other interested groups or indi-
viduals. 

‘‘(i) REPORTING.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this section, 
and annually thereafter, the Chief and the 
Director shall report to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the 
Senate and the Committee on Agriculture of 
the House of Representatives on— 

‘‘(1) the status of development, execution, 
and administration of agreements or con-
tracts under subsection (b); 

‘‘(2) the specific accomplishments that 
have resulted; and 

‘‘(3) the role of local communities in the 
development of agreements or contract 
plans.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 347 
of the Department of the Interior and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 1999 (16 
U.S.C. 2104 note; Public Law 105–277) is re-
pealed. 
SEC. 8206. GOOD NEIGHBOR AUTHORITY. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) AUTHORIZED RESTORATION SERVICES.— 

The term ‘‘authorized restoration services’’ 
means similar and complementary forest, 
rangeland, and watershed restoration serv-
ices carried out— 

(A) on Federal land and non-Federal land; 
and 

(B) by either the Secretary or a Governor 
pursuant to a good neighbor agreement. 

(2) FEDERAL LAND.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Federal land’’ 

means land that is— 
(i) National Forest System land; or 
(ii) public land (as defined in section 103 of 

the Federal Land Policy and Management 
Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1702)). 

(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘Federal land’’ 
does not include— 

(i) a component of the National Wilderness 
Preservation System; 

(ii) Federal land on which the removal of 
vegetation is prohibited or restricted by Act 
of Congress or Presidential proclamation (in-
cluding the applicable implementation plan); 
or 

(iii) a wilderness study area. 
(3) FOREST, RANGELAND, AND WATERSHED 

RESTORATION SERVICES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘forest, range-

land, and watershed restoration services’’ 
means— 

(i) activities to treat insect- and disease- 
infected trees; 

(ii) activities to reduce hazardous fuels; 
and 

(iii) any other activities to restore or im-
prove forest, rangeland, and watershed 
health, including fish and wildlife habitat. 

(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘forest, range-
land, and watershed restoration services’’ 
does not include— 

(i) construction, reconstruction, repair, or 
restoration of paved or permanent roads or 
parking areas; or 

(ii) construction, alteration, repair or re-
placement of public buildings or works. 

(4) GOOD NEIGHBOR AGREEMENT.—The term 
‘‘good neighbor agreement’’ means a cooper-
ative agreement or contract (including a sole 
source contract) entered into between the 
Secretary and a Governor to carry out au-
thorized restoration services under this sec-
tion. 

(5) GOVERNOR.—The term ‘‘Governor’’ 
means the Governor or any other appro-
priate executive official of an affected State 
or the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

(6) ROAD.—The term ‘‘road’’ has the mean-
ing given the term in section 212.1 of title 36, 
Code of Federal Regulations (as in effect on 
the date of enactment of this Act). 

(7) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary 
means— 

(A) the Secretary of Agriculture, with re-
spect to National Forest System land; and 

(B) the Secretary of the Interior, with re-
spect to Bureau of Land Management land. 

(b) GOOD NEIGHBOR AGREEMENTS.— 
(1) GOOD NEIGHBOR AGREEMENTS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may enter 

into a good neighbor agreement with a Gov-
ernor to carry out authorized restoration 
services in accordance with this section. 

(B) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The Secretary 
shall make each good neighbor agreement 
available to the public. 

(2) TIMBER SALES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Subsections (d) and (g) of 

section 14 of the National Forest Manage-
ment Act of 1976 (16 U.S.C. 472a(d) and (g)) 
shall not apply to services performed under a 
cooperative agreement or contract entered 
into under subsection (a). 

(B) APPROVAL OF SILVICULTURE PRESCRIP-
TIONS AND MARKING GUIDES.—The Secretary 
shall provide or approve all silviculture pre-
scriptions and marking guides to be applied 
on Federal land in all timber sale projects 
conducted under this section. 

(3) RETENTION OF NEPA RESPONSIBILITIES.— 
Any decision required to be made under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) with respect to any 
authorized restoration services to be pro-
vided under this section on Federal land 
shall not be delegated to a Governor. 

Subtitle D—Miscellaneous Provisions 

SEC. 8301. REVISION OF STRATEGIC PLAN FOR 
FOREST INVENTORY AND ANALYSIS. 

(a) REVISION REQUIRED.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall revise the strategic plan 
for forest inventory and analysis initially 
prepared pursuant to section 3(e) of the For-
est and Rangeland Renewable Resources Re-
search Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 1642(e)) to ad-
dress the requirements imposed by sub-
section (b). 

(b) ELEMENTS OF REVISED STRATEGIC 
PLAN.—In revising the strategic plan, the 
Secretary shall describe in detail the organi-
zation, procedures, and funding needed to 
achieve each of the following: 

(1) Complete the transition to a fully 
annualized forest inventory program and in-
clude inventory and analysis of interior 
Alaska. 

(2) Implement an annualized inventory of 
trees in urban settings, including the status 
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and trends of trees and forests, and assess-
ments of their ecosystem services, values, 
health, and risk to pests and diseases. 

(3) Report information on renewable bio-
mass supplies and carbon stocks at the local, 
State, regional, and national level, including 
by ownership type. 

(4) Engage State foresters and other users 
of information from the forest inventory and 
analysis in reevaluating the list of core data 
variables collected on forest inventory and 
analysis plots with an emphasis on dem-
onstrated need. 

(5) Improve the timeliness of the timber 
product output program and accessibility of 
the annualized information on that database. 

(6) Foster greater cooperation among the 
forest inventory and analysis program, re-
search station leaders, and State foresters 
and other users of information from the for-
est inventory and analysis. 

(7) Promote availability of and access to 
non-Federal resources to improve informa-
tion analysis and information management. 

(8) Collaborate with the Natural Resources 
Conservation Service, National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration, National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, and United 
States Geological Survey to integrate re-
mote sensing, spatial analysis techniques, 
and other new technologies in the forest in-
ventory and analysis program. 

(9) Understand and report on changes in 
land cover and use. 

(10) Expand existing programs to promote 
sustainable forest stewardship through in-
creased understanding, in partnership with 
other Federal agencies, of the over 10,000,000 
family forest owners, their demographics, 
and the barriers to forest stewardship. 

(11) Implement procedures to improve the 
statistical precision of estimates at the sub- 
State level. 

(c) SUBMISSION OF REVISED STRATEGIC 
PLAN.—The Secretary shall submit the re-
vised strategic plan to the Committee on Ag-
riculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate. 
SEC. 8302. FOREST SERVICE PARTICIPATION IN 

ACES PROGRAM. 
The Secretary, acting through the Chief of 

the Forest Service, may use funds derived 
from conservation-related programs exe-
cuted on National Forest System land to uti-
lize the Agriculture Conservation Experi-
enced Services Program established pursu-
ant to section 1252 of the Food Security Act 
of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3851) to provide technical 
services for conservation-related programs 
and authorities carried out by the Secretary 
on National Forest System land. 
SEC. 8303. EXTENSION OF STEWARDSHIP CON-

TRACTS AUTHORITY REGARDING 
USE OF DESIGNATION BY PRESCRIP-
TION TO ALL THINNING SALES 
UNDER NATIONAL FOREST MANAGE-
MENT ACT OF 1976. 

Section 14 of the National Forest Manage-
ment Act of 1976 (16 U.S.C. 472a) is amended 
by striking subsection (g) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(g) DESIGNATION AND SUPERVISION OF HAR-
VESTING.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Designation, including 
marking when necessary, designation by de-
scription, or designation by prescription, and 
supervision of harvesting of trees, portions 
of trees, or forest products shall be con-
ducted by persons employed by the Secretary 
of Agriculture. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENT.—Persons employed by 
the Secretary of Agriculture under para-
graph (1)— 

‘‘(A) shall have no personal interest in the 
purchase or harvest of the products; and 

‘‘(B) shall not be directly or indirectly in 
the employment of the purchaser of the 
products. 

‘‘(3) METHODS FOR DESIGNATION.—Designa-
tion by prescription and designation by de-
scription shall be considered valid methods 
for designation, and may be supervised by 
use of post-harvest cruise, sample weight 
scaling, or other methods determined by the 
Secretary of Agriculture to be appropriate.’’. 
SEC. 8304. REIMBURSEMENT OF FIRE FUNDS. 

(a) DEFINITION OF STATE.—In this section, 
the term ‘‘State’’ means— 

(1) a State; and 
(2) the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 
(b) IN GENERAL.—If a State seeks reim-

bursement for amounts expended for re-
sources and services provided to another 
State for the management and suppression of 
a wildfire, the Secretary, subject to sub-
sections (c) and (d)— 

(1) may accept the reimbursement amounts 
from the other State; and 

(2) shall pay those amounts to the State 
seeking reimbursement. 

(c) MUTUAL ASSISTANCE AGREEMENT.—As a 
condition of seeking and providing reim-
bursement under subsection (b), the State 
seeking reimbursement and the State pro-
viding reimbursement must each have a mu-
tual assistance agreement with the Forest 
Service or another Federal agency for pro-
viding and receiving wildfire management 
and suppression resources and services. 

(d) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The Secretary 
may prescribe the terms and conditions de-
termined to be necessary to carry out sub-
section (b). 

(e) EFFECT ON PRIOR REIMBURSEMENTS.— 
Any acceptance of funds or reimbursements 
made by the Secretary before the date of en-
actment of this Act that otherwise would 
have been authorized under this section shall 
be considered to have been made in accord-
ance with this section. 

(f) AMENDMENT.—Section 5(b) of the Act of 
May 27, 1955 (42 U.S.C. 1856d(b)) is amended in 
the first sentence by inserting ‘‘or Depart-
ment of Agriculture’’ after ‘‘Department of 
Defense’’. 
SEC. 8305. FOREST SERVICE LARGE AIRTANKER 

AND AERIAL ASSET FIREFIGHTING 
RECAPITALIZATION PILOT PRO-
GRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations, the Secretary, act-
ing through the Chief of the Forest Service, 
may establish a large airtanker and aerial 
asset lease program in accordance with this 
section. 

(b) AIRCRAFT REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying 
out the program described in subsection (a), 
the Secretary may enter into a multiyear 
lease contract for up to 5 aircraft that meet 
the criteria— 

(1) described in the Forest Service docu-
ment entitled ‘‘Large Airtanker Moderniza-
tion Strategy’’ and dated February 10, 2012, 
for large airtankers; and 

(2) determined by the Secretary, for other 
aerial assets. 

(c) LEASE TERMS.—The term of any indi-
vidual lease agreement into which the Sec-
retary enters under this section shall be— 

(1) up to 5 years, inclusive of any options 
to renew or extend the initial lease term; 
and 

(2) in accordance with section 3903 of title 
41, United States Code. 

(d) PROHIBITION.—No lease entered into 
under this section shall provide for the pur-
chase of the aircraft by, or the transfer of 
ownership to, the Forest Service. 
SEC. 8306. LAND CONVEYANCE, JEFFERSON NA-

TIONAL FOREST IN WISE COUNTY, 
VIRGINIA. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ASSOCIATION.—The term ‘‘Association’’ 

means the Mullins and Sturgill Cemetery As-
sociation of Pound, Virginia. 

(2) MAP.—The term ‘‘map’’ means the map 
titled ‘‘Mullins and Sturgill Cemetery’’ 
dated March 1, 2013. 

(b) CONVEYANCE REQUIRED.—Upon payment 
by the Association of the consideration 
under subsection (c) and the costs under sub-
section (e), the Secretary shall, subject to 
valid existing rights, convey to the Associa-
tion all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to a parcel of National 
Forest System land in the Jefferson National 
Forest in Wise County, Virginia, consisting 
of approximately 0.70 acres and containing 
the Mullins and Sturgill Cemetery and an 
easement to provide access to the parcel, as 
generally depicted on the map. 

(c) CONSIDERATION.— 
(1) FAIR MARKET VALUE.—As consideration 

for the land conveyed under subsection (b), 
the Association shall pay to the Secretary 
cash in an amount equal to the market value 
of the land, as determined by an appraisal 
approved by the Secretary and conducted in 
conformity with the Uniform Appraisal 
Standards for Federal Land Acquisitions and 
section 206 of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1716). 

(2) DEPOSIT.—The consideration received 
by the Secretary under paragraph (1) shall be 
deposited into the general fund of the Treas-
ury of the United States for the purposes of 
deficit reduction. 

(d) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY.—The exact 
acreage and legal description of the land to 
be conveyed under subsection (b) shall be de-
termined by a survey satisfactory to the Sec-
retary. 

(e) COSTS.—The Association shall pay to 
the Secretary at closing the reasonable costs 
of the survey, the appraisal, and any admin-
istrative and environmental analyses re-
quired by law. 

(f) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.— 
The Secretary may require such additional 
terms and conditions in connection with the 
conveyance under subsection (b) as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate to protect the 
interests of the United States. 

TITLE IX—ENERGY 
SEC. 9001. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 9001 of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8101) 
is amended by— 

(1) redesignating paragraphs (9), (10), (11), 
(12), (13), and (14) as paragraphs (10), (11), (12), 
(13), (15), and (17); 

(2) inserting after paragraph (8), the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) FOREST PRODUCT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘forest prod-

uct’ means a product made from materials 
derived from the practice of forestry or the 
management of growing timber. 

‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘forest prod-
uct’ includes— 

‘‘(i) pulp, paper, paperboard, pellets, lum-
ber, and other wood products; and 

‘‘(ii) any recycled products derived from 
forest materials.’’; 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (13) (as re-
designated by paragraph (1) of this section) 
the following: 

‘‘(14) RENEWABLE CHEMICAL.—The term ‘re-
newable chemical’ means a monomer, poly-
mer, plastic, formulated product, or chem-
ical substance produced from renewable bio-
mass.’’; and 

(4) inserting after paragraph (15) (as so re-
designated), the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(16) RENEWABLE ENERGY SYSTEM.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), the term ‘renewable energy system’ 
means a system that— 

‘‘(i) produces usable energy from a renew-
able energy source; and 

‘‘(ii) may include distribution components 
necessary to move energy produced by such 
system to the initial point of sale. 
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‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—A system described in 

subparagraph (A) may not include a mecha-
nism for dispensing energy at retail.’’. 
SEC. 9002. BIOBASED MARKETS PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 9002 of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 8102) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (2)(A)(i)— 
(i) in subclause (I), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(ii) in subclause (II)(bb), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(III) establish a targeted biobased-only 

procurement requirement under which the 
procuring agency shall issue a certain num-
ber of biobased-only contracts when the pro-
curing agency is purchasing products, or pur-
chasing services that include the use of prod-
ucts, that are included in a biobased product 
category designated by the Secretary.’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) in subparagraph (B)— 
(I) in clause (v), by inserting ‘‘as deter-

mined to be necessary by the Secretary 
based on the availability of data,’’ before 
‘‘provide information’’; 

(II) by redesignating clauses (v) and (vi) as 
clauses (vii) and (viii), respectively; and 

(III) by inserting after clause (iv) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(v) require reporting of quantities and 
types of biobased products purchased by pro-
curing agencies; 

‘‘(vi) promote biobased products, including 
forest products, that apply an innovative ap-
proach to growing, harvesting, sourcing, pro-
curing, processing, manufacturing, or appli-
cation of biobased products regardless of the 
date of entry into the marketplace;’’; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) REQUIRED DESIGNATIONS.—Not later 

than 1 year after the date of enactment of 
this subparagraph, the Secretary shall begin 
to designate intermediate ingredients or 
feedstocks and assembled and finished 
biobased products in the guidelines issued 
under this paragraph.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ and insert-

ing the following: 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary’’; and 
(ii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) AUDITING AND COMPLIANCE.—The Sec-

retary may carry out such auditing and com-
pliance activities as the Secretary deter-
mines to be necessary to ensure compliance 
with subparagraph (A).’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(4) ASSEMBLED AND FINISHED PRODUCTS.— 

Not later than 1 year after the date of enact-
ment of this paragraph, the Secretary shall 
begin issuing criteria for determining which 
assembled and finished products may qualify 
to receive the label under paragraph (1).’’; 

(3) in subsection (g)— 
(A) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 

(A) by striking ‘‘The report’’ and inserting 
‘‘Each report under paragraph (1)’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(iii) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by striking the 
period at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’ ; and 

(iv) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) the progress made by other Federal 
agencies in compliance with the biobased 
procurement requirements, including the 
quantity of purchases made.’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) ECONOMIC IMPACT STUDY AND REPORT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-

duct a study to assess the economic impact 
of the biobased products industry, includ-
ing— 

‘‘(i) the quantity of biobased products sold; 
‘‘(ii) the value of the biobased products; 
‘‘(iii) the quantity of jobs created; 
‘‘(iv) the quantity of petroleum displaced; 
‘‘(v) other environmental benefits; and 
‘‘(vi) areas in which the use or manufac-

turing of biobased products could be more ef-
fectively used, including identifying any 
technical and economic obstacles and recom-
mending how those obstacles can be over-
come. 

‘‘(B) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this subparagraph, 
the Secretary shall submit to Congress a re-
port describing the results of the study con-
ducted under subparagraph (A).’’; 

(4) by redesignating subsections (g) and (h) 
as subsections (h) and (i), respectively; 

(5) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(g) FOREST PRODUCTS LABORATORY CO-
ORDINATION.—In determining whether prod-
ucts are eligible for the ‘USDA Certified 
Biobased Product’ label, the Secretary (act-
ing through the Forest Products Laboratory) 
shall provide appropriate technical and other 
assistance to the program and applicants for 
forest products.’’; and 

(6) in subsection (i) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (4)), by striking paragraphs (1) and 
(2) and inserting the following new para-
graphs: 

‘‘(1) MANDATORY FUNDING.—Of the funds of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation, the Sec-
retary shall use to carry out this section 
$3,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018. 

‘‘(2) DISCRETIONARY FUNDING.—There is au-
thorized to be appropriated to carry out this 
section $2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’; and 

(7) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(j) BIOBASED PRODUCT INCLUSION.—In this 
section, the term ‘biobased product’ (as de-
fined in section 9001) includes, with respect 
to forestry materials, forest products that 
meet biobased content requirements, not-
withstanding the market share the product 
holds, the age of the product, or whether the 
market for the product is new or emerging.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
944(c)(2)(A) of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 
(42 U.S.C. 16253(c)(2)(A)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘section 9002(h)(1)’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 9002(b)’’. 

SEC. 9003. BIOREFINERY ASSISTANCE. 

(a) PROGRAM ADJUSTMENTS.—Section 9003 
of the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8103) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting ‘‘, 
RENEWABLE CHEMICAL, AND BIOBASED PRODUCT 
MANUFACTURING’’ after ‘‘BIOREFINERY’’; 

(2) in subsection (a), in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘renew-
able chemicals, and biobased product manu-
facturing’’ after ‘‘advanced biofuels,’’; 

(3) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 

as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and 
(B) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as so 

redesignated) the following: 
‘‘(1) BIOBASED PRODUCT MANUFACTURING.— 

The term ‘biobased product manufacturing’ 
means development, construction, and retro-
fitting of technologically new commercial- 
scale processing and manufacturing equip-
ment and required facilities that will be used 
to convert renewable chemicals and other 
biobased outputs of biorefineries into end- 
user products on a commercial scale.’’; 

(4) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘to eligi-
ble entities’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘guarantees for loans’’ and inserting ‘‘to eli-
gible entities guarantees for loans’’; 

(5) by striking subsection (d); 

(6) by redesignating subsections (e), (f), (g), 
and (h) as subsections (d), (e), (f), and (g), re-
spectively; and 

(7) in subsection (d) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end 

the following new subparagraph: 
‘‘(D) PROJECT DIVERSITY.—In approving 

loan guarantee applications, the Secretary 
shall ensure that, to the extent practicable, 
there is diversity in the types of projects ap-
proved for loan guarantees to ensure that as 
wide a range as possible of technologies, 
products, and approaches are assisted.’’. 

(B) by striking ‘‘subsection (c)(2)’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘subsection 
(c)’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2)(C), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (h)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (g)’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Subsection (g) of section 9003 
of the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8103) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (6)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(1) MANDATORY FUNDING.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), of the funds of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, the Secretary shall use for the 
cost of loan guarantees under this section, to 
remain available until expended— 

‘‘(i) $100,000,000 for fiscal year 2014; and 
‘‘(ii) $50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2015 

and 2016. 
‘‘(B) BIOBASED PRODUCT MANUFACTURING.— 

Of the total amount of funds made available 
for fiscal years 2014 and 2015 under subpara-
graph (A), the Secretary may use for the cost 
of loan guarantees under this section not 
more than 15 percent of such funds to pro-
mote biobased product manufacturing.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$150,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2009 
through 2013’’ and inserting ‘‘$75,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018’’. 
SEC. 9004. REPOWERING ASSISTANCE PROGRAM. 

Section 9004(d) of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
8104(d)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘$35,000,000 
for fiscal year 2009’’ and inserting ‘‘$12,000,000 
for fiscal year 2014’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘$15,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2009 through 2013’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$10,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018’’. 
SEC. 9005. BIOENERGY PROGRAM FOR ADVANCED 

BIOFUELS. 
Section 9005(g) of the Farm Security and 

Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
8105(g)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘; 

and’’ and inserting a semicolon; 
(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe-

riod and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraph: 
‘‘(E) $15,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 

through 2018.’’; and 
(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘$25,000,000 

for each of fiscal years 2009 through 2013’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$20,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018’’. 
SEC. 9006. BIODIESEL FUEL EDUCATION PRO-

GRAM. 
Section 9006(d) of the Farm Security and 

Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
8106(d)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘FISCAL 

YEARS 2009 THROUGH 2012’’ and inserting ‘‘MAN-
DATORY FUNDING’’ ; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 
and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘AUTHOR-

IZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS’’ and inserting 
‘‘DISCRETIONARY FUNDING’’ ; and 
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(B) by striking ‘‘fiscal year 2013’’ and in-

serting ‘‘each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018’’. 
SEC. 9007. RURAL ENERGY FOR AMERICA PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) PROGRAM ADJUSTMENTS.—Section 9007 

of the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8107) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(2)— 
(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘and’’ 

at the end; 
(B) by redesignating subparagraph (D) as 

subparagraph (E); and 
(C) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the 

following: 
‘‘(D) a council (as defined in section 1528 of 

the Agriculture and Food Act of 1981 (16 
U.S.C. 3451)); and’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c)— 
(A) by striking paragraph (3); 
(B) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-

graph (3); and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(4) TIERED APPLICATION PROCESS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In providing loan guar-

antees and grants under this subsection, the 
Secretary shall use a 3-tiered application 
process that reflects the size of proposed 
projects in accordance with this paragraph. 

‘‘(B) TIER 1.—The Secretary shall establish 
a separate application process for projects 
for which the cost of the activity funded 
under this subsection is not more than 
$80,000. 

‘‘(C) TIER 2.—The Secretary shall establish 
a separate application process for projects 
for which the cost of the activity funded 
under this subsection is greater than $80,000 
but less than $200,000. 

‘‘(D) TIER 3.—The Secretary shall establish 
a separate application process for projects 
for which the cost of the activity funded 
under this subsection is equal to or greater 
than $200,000. 

‘‘(E) APPLICATION PROCESS.—The Secretary 
shall establish an application, evaluation, 
and oversight process that is the most sim-
plified for tier I projects and more com-
prehensive for each subsequent tier.’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Section 9007(g) of the Farm 
Security and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 8107(g)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘; 

and’’ and inserting a semicolon; 
(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe-

riod and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraph: 
‘‘(E) $50,000,000 for fiscal year 2014 and each 

fiscal year thereafter.’’; and 
(2) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘$25,000,000 

for each of fiscal years 2009 through 2013’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$20,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018’’. 
SEC. 9008. BIOMASS RESEARCH AND DEVELOP-

MENT. 
Section 9008(h) of the Farm Security and 

Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
8108(h)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘; 

and’’ and inserting a semicolon; 
(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking the pe-

riod and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraph: 
‘‘(E) $3,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 

through 2017.’’; and 
(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘$35,000,000 

for each of fiscal years 2009 through 2013’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$20,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018’’. 
SEC. 9009. FEEDSTOCK FLEXIBILITY PROGRAM 

FOR BIOENERGY PRODUCERS. 
Section 9010(b) of the Farm Security and 

Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
8110(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘‘2013’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘2013’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 9010. BIOMASS CROP ASSISTANCE PRO-

GRAM. 
Section 9011 of the Farm Security and 

Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8111) 
is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 9011. BIOMASS CROP ASSISTANCE PRO-

GRAM. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) BCAP.—The term ‘BCAP’ means the 

Biomass Crop Assistance Program estab-
lished under this section. 

‘‘(2) BCAP PROJECT AREA.—The term ‘BCAP 
project area’ means an area that— 

‘‘(A) has specified boundaries that are sub-
mitted to the Secretary by the project spon-
sor and subsequently approved by the Sec-
retary; 

‘‘(B) includes producers with contract acre-
age that will supply a portion of the renew-
able biomass needed by a biomass conversion 
facility; and 

‘‘(C) is physically located within an eco-
nomically practicable distance from the bio-
mass conversion facility. 

‘‘(3) CONTRACT ACREAGE.—The term ‘con-
tract acreage’ means eligible land that is 
covered by a BCAP contract entered into 
with the Secretary. 

‘‘(4) ELIGIBLE CROP.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible crop’ 

means a crop of renewable biomass. 
‘‘(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘eligible crop’ 

does not include— 
‘‘(i) any crop that is eligible to receive pay-

ments under title I of the Agricultural Act of 
2014 or an amendment made by that title; or 

‘‘(ii) any plant that is invasive or noxious 
or species or varieties of plants that credible 
risk assessment tools or other credible 
sources determine are potentially invasive, 
as determined by the Secretary in consulta-
tion with other appropriate Federal or State 
departments and agencies. 

‘‘(5) ELIGIBLE LAND.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible land’ 

includes— 
‘‘(i) agricultural and nonindustrial private 

forest lands (as defined in section 5(c) of the 
Cooperative Forestry Assistance Act of 1978 
(16 U.S.C. 2103a(c))); and 

‘‘(ii) land enrolled in the conservation re-
serve program established under subchapter 
B of chapter I of subtitle D of title XII of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831 et 
seq.), or the Agricultural Conservation Ease-
ment Program established under subtitle H 
of title XII of that Act, under a contract that 
will expire at the end of the current fiscal 
year. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘eligible land’ 
does not include— 

‘‘(i) Federal- or State-owned land; 
‘‘(ii) land that is native sod, as of the date 

of enactment of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8701 et seq.); 

‘‘(iii) land enrolled in the conservation re-
serve program established under subchapter 
B of chapter 1 of subtitle D of title XII of the 
Food Security Act of 1985 (16 U.S.C. 3831 et 
seq.), other than land described in subpara-
graph (A)(ii); or 

‘‘(iv) land enrolled in the Agricultural Con-
servation Easement Program established 
under subtitle H of title XII of that Act, 
other than land described in subparagraph 
(A)(ii). 

‘‘(6) ELIGIBLE MATERIAL.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible mate-

rial’ means renewable biomass harvested di-
rectly from the land, including crop residue 
from any crop that is eligible to receive pay-
ments under title I of the Agricultural Act of 
2014 or an amendment made by that title. 

‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘eligible mate-
rial’ shall only include— 

‘‘(i) eligible material that is collected or 
harvested by the eligible material owner— 

‘‘(I) directly from— 
‘‘(aa) National Forest System; 
‘‘(bb) Bureau of Land Management land; 
‘‘(cc) non-Federal land; or 
‘‘(dd) land owned by an individual Indian 

or Indian tribe that is held in trust by the 
United States for the benefit of the indi-
vidual Indian or Indian tribe or subject to a 
restriction against alienation imposed by the 
United States; 

‘‘(II) in a manner that is consistent with— 
‘‘(aa) a conservation plan; 
‘‘(bb) a forest stewardship plan; or 
‘‘(cc) a plan that the Secretary determines 

is equivalent to a plan described in item (aa) 
or (bb) and consistent with Executive Order 
13112 (42 U.S.C. 4321 note; relating to invasive 
species); 

‘‘(ii) if woody eligible material, woody eli-
gible material that is produced on land other 
than contract acreage that— 

‘‘(I) is a byproduct of a preventative treat-
ment that is removed to reduce hazardous 
fuel or to reduce or contain disease or insect 
infestation; and 

‘‘(II) if harvested from Federal land, is har-
vested in accordance with section 102(e) of 
the Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 
(16 U.S.C. 6512(e)); and 

‘‘(iii) eligible material that is delivered to 
a qualified biomass conversion facility to be 
used for heat, power, biobased products, re-
search, or advanced biofuels. 

‘‘(C) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘eligible mate-
rial’ does not include— 

‘‘(i) material that is whole grain from any 
crop that is eligible to receive payments 
under title I of the Agricultural Act of 2014 
or an amendment made by that title, includ-
ing— 

‘‘(I) barley, corn, grain sorghum, oats, rice, 
or wheat; 

‘‘(II) honey; 
‘‘(III) mohair; 
‘‘(IV) oilseeds, including canola, crambe, 

flaxseed, mustard seed, rapeseed, safflower 
seed, soybeans, sesame seed, and sunflower 
seed; 

‘‘(V) peanuts; 
‘‘(VI) pulse; 
‘‘(VII) chickpeas, lentils, and dry peas; 
‘‘(VIII) dairy products; 
‘‘(IX) sugar; and 
‘‘(X) wool and cotton boll fiber; 
‘‘(ii) animal waste and byproducts, includ-

ing fat, oil, grease, and manure; 
‘‘(iii) food waste and yard waste; 
‘‘(iv) algae; 
‘‘(v) woody eligible material that— 
‘‘(I) is removed outside contract acreage; 

and 
‘‘(II) is not a byproduct of a preventative 

treatment to reduce hazardous fuel or to re-
duce or contain disease or insect infestation; 

‘‘(vi) any woody eligible material collected 
or harvested outside contract acreage that 
would otherwise be used for existing market 
products; or 

‘‘(vii) bagasse. 
‘‘(7) PRODUCER.—The term ‘producer’ 

means an owner or operator of contract acre-
age that is physically located within a BCAP 
project area. 

‘‘(8) PROJECT SPONSOR.—The term ‘project 
sponsor’ means— 

‘‘(A) a group of producers; or 
‘‘(B) a biomass conversion facility. 
‘‘(9) SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMER OR 

RANCHER.—The term ‘socially disadvantaged 
farmer or rancher’ has the meaning given 
the term in section 2501(e) of the Food, Agri-
culture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 
(7 U.S.C. 2279(e)). 
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‘‘(b) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.—The 

Secretary shall establish and administer a 
Biomass Crop Assistance Program to— 

‘‘(1) support the establishment and produc-
tion of eligible crops for conversion to bio-
energy in selected BCAP project areas; and 

‘‘(2) assist agricultural and forest land 
owners and operators with the collection, 
harvest, storage, and transportation of eligi-
ble material for use in a biomass conversion 
facility. 

‘‘(c) BCAP PROJECT AREA.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-

vide financial assistance to a producer of an 
eligible crop in a BCAP project area. 

‘‘(2) SELECTION OF PROJECT AREAS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—To be considered for se-

lection as a BCAP project area, a project 
sponsor shall submit to the Secretary a pro-
posal that, at a minimum, includes— 

‘‘(i) a description of the eligible land and 
eligible crops of each producer that will par-
ticipate in the proposed BCAP project area; 

‘‘(ii) a letter of commitment from a bio-
mass conversion facility that the facility 
will use the eligible crops intended to be pro-
duced in the proposed BCAP project area; 

‘‘(iii) evidence that the biomass conversion 
facility has sufficient equity available, as de-
termined by the Secretary, if the biomass 
conversion facility is not operational at the 
time the proposal is submitted to the Sec-
retary; and 

‘‘(iv) any other information about the bio-
mass conversion facility or proposed biomass 
conversion facility that the Secretary deter-
mines necessary for the Secretary to be rea-
sonably assured that the plant will be in op-
eration by the date on which the eligible 
crops are ready for harvest. 

‘‘(B) BCAP PROJECT AREA SELECTION CRI-
TERIA.—In selecting BCAP project areas, the 
Secretary shall consider— 

‘‘(i) the volume of the eligible crops pro-
posed to be produced in the proposed BCAP 
project area and the probability that those 
crops will be used for the purposes of the 
BCAP; 

‘‘(ii) the volume of renewable biomass pro-
jected to be available from sources other 
than the eligible crops grown on contract 
acres; 

‘‘(iii) the anticipated economic impact in 
the proposed BCAP project area; 

‘‘(iv) the opportunity for producers and 
local investors to participate in the owner-
ship of the biomass conversion facility in the 
proposed BCAP project area; 

‘‘(v) the participation rate by— 
‘‘(I) beginning farmers or ranchers (as de-

fined in accordance with section 343(a) of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1991(a))); or 

‘‘(II) socially disadvantaged farmers or 
ranchers; 

‘‘(vi) the impact on soil, water, and related 
resources; 

‘‘(vii) the variety in biomass production 
approaches within a project area, including 
(as appropriate)— 

‘‘(I) agronomic conditions; 
‘‘(II) harvest and postharvest practices; 

and 
‘‘(III) monoculture and polyculture crop 

mixes; 
‘‘(viii) the range of eligible crops among 

project areas; 
‘‘(ix) existing project areas that have re-

ceived funding under this section and the 
continuation of funding of such project areas 
to advance the maturity of such project 
areas; and 

‘‘(x) any additional information that the 
Secretary determines to be necessary. 

‘‘(3) CONTRACT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—On approval of a BCAP 

project area by the Secretary, each producer 

in the BCAP project area shall enter into a 
contract directly with the Secretary. 

‘‘(B) MINIMUM TERMS.—At a minimum, a 
contract under this subsection shall include 
terms that cover— 

‘‘(i) an agreement to make available to the 
Secretary, or to an institution of higher edu-
cation or other entity designated by the Sec-
retary, such information as the Secretary 
considers to be appropriate to promote the 
production of eligible crops and the develop-
ment of biomass conversion technology; 

‘‘(ii) compliance with the highly erodible 
land conservation requirements of subtitle B 
of title XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 
(16 U.S.C. 3811 et seq.) and the wetland con-
servation requirements of subtitle C of title 
XII of that Act (16 U.S.C. 3821 et seq.); 

‘‘(iii) the implementation of (as deter-
mined by the Secretary)— 

‘‘(I) a conservation plan; 
‘‘(II) a forest stewardship plan; or 
‘‘(III) a plan that is equivalent to a con-

servation or forest stewardship plan; and 
‘‘(iv) any additional requirements that 

Secretary determines to be necessary. 
‘‘(C) DURATION.—A contract under this sub-

section shall have a term of not more than— 
‘‘(i) 5 years for annual and perennial crops; 

or 
‘‘(ii) 15 years for woody biomass. 
‘‘(4) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PROGRAMS.—In 

carrying out this subsection, the Secretary 
shall provide for the preservation of cropland 
base and yield history applicable to the land 
enrolled in a BCAP contract. 

‘‘(5) PAYMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

make establishment and annual payments 
directly to producers to support the estab-
lishment and production of eligible crops on 
contract acreage. 

‘‘(B) AMOUNT OF ESTABLISHMENT PAY-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), the 
amount of an establishment payment under 
this subsection shall be not more than 50 
percent of the costs of establishing an eligi-
ble perennial crop covered by the contract 
but not to exceed $500 per acre, including— 

‘‘(I) the cost of seeds and stock for 
perennials; 

‘‘(II) the cost of planting the perennial 
crop, as determined by the Secretary; and 

‘‘(III) in the case of nonindustrial private 
forestland, the costs of site preparation and 
tree planting. 

‘‘(ii) SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMERS OR 
RANCHERS.—In the case of socially disadvan-
taged farmers or ranchers, the costs of estab-
lishment may not exceed $750 per acre. 

‘‘(C) AMOUNT OF ANNUAL PAYMENTS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), the 

amount of an annual payment under this 
subsection shall be determined by the Sec-
retary. 

‘‘(ii) REDUCTION.—The Secretary shall re-
duce an annual payment by an amount de-
termined to be appropriate by the Secretary, 
if— 

‘‘(I) an eligible crop is used for purposes 
other than the production of energy at the 
biomass conversion facility; 

‘‘(II) an eligible crop is delivered to the 
biomass conversion facility; 

‘‘(III) the producer receives a payment 
under subsection (d); 

‘‘(IV) the producer violates a term of the 
contract; or 

‘‘(V) the Secretary determines a reduction 
is necessary to carry out this section. 

‘‘(D) EXCLUSION.—The Secretary shall not 
make any BCAP payments on land for which 
payments are received under the conserva-
tion reserve program established under sub-
chapter B of chapter 1 of subtitle D of title 
XII of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3831 et seq.) or the agricultural con-

servation easement program established 
under subtitle H of title XII of that Act. 

‘‘(d) ASSISTANCE WITH COLLECTION, HAR-
VEST, STORAGE, AND TRANSPORTATION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
make a payment for the delivery of eligible 
material to a biomass conversion facility 
to— 

‘‘(A) a producer of an eligible crop that is 
produced on BCAP contract acreage; or 

‘‘(B) a person with the right to collect or 
harvest eligible material, regardless of 
whether the eligible material is produced on 
contract acreage. 

‘‘(2) PAYMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) COSTS COVERED.—A payment under 

this subsection shall be in an amount de-
scribed in subparagraph (B) for— 

‘‘(i) collection; 
‘‘(ii) harvest; 
‘‘(iii) storage; and 
‘‘(iv) transportation to a biomass conver-

sion facility. 
‘‘(B) AMOUNT.—Subject to paragraph (3), 

the Secretary may provide matching pay-
ments at a rate of up to $1 for each $1 per ton 
provided by the biomass conversion facility, 
in an amount not to exceed $20 per dry ton 
for a period of 2 years. 

‘‘(3) LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE FOR BCAP 
CONTRACT ACREAGE.—As a condition of the 
receipt of an annual payment under sub-
section (c), a producer receiving a payment 
under this subsection for collection, harvest, 
storage, or transportation of an eligible crop 
produced on BCAP acreage shall agree to a 
reduction in the annual payment. 

‘‘(e) REPORT.—Not later than 4 years after 
the date of enactment of the Agricultural 
Act of 2014, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committee on Agriculture of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen-
ate a report on the dissemination by the Sec-
retary of the best practice data and informa-
tion gathered from participants receiving as-
sistance under this section. 

‘‘(f) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds of the Com-

modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall use to carry out this section $25,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘‘(2) COLLECTION, HARVEST, STORAGE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION PAYMENTS.—Of the amount 
made available under paragraph (1) for each 
fiscal year, the Secretary shall use not less 
than 10 percent, nor more than 50 percent, of 
the amount to make collection, harvest, 
transportation, and storage payments under 
subsection (d)(2). 

‘‘(3) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Effective for fiscal year 

2014 and each subsequent fiscal year, funds 
made available under this subsection shall 
be available for the provision of technical as-
sistance with respect to activities authorized 
under this section. 

‘‘(B) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER LAWS.—To the 
extent funds obligated or expended under 
subparagraph (A) include funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, such funds shall 
not be considered an allotment or fund 
transfer from the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration for purposes of the limit on expend-
itures for technical assistance imposed by 
section 11 of the Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion Charter Act (15 U.S.C. 714i).’’. 
SEC. 9011. REPEAL OF FOREST BIOMASS FOR EN-

ERGY. 
Section 9012 of the Farm Security and 

Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8112) 
is repealed. 
SEC. 9012. COMMUNITY WOOD ENERGY PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) DEFINITION OF BIOMASS CONSUMER COOP-

ERATIVE.—Section 9013(a) of the Farm Secu-
rity and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 8113(a)) is amended— 
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(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 

as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and 
(2) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as so 

redesignated) the following: 
‘‘(1) BIOMASS CONSUMER COOPERATIVE.—The 

term ‘biomass consumer cooperative’ means 
a consumer membership organization the 
purpose of which is to provide members with 
services or discounts relating to the pur-
chase of biomass heating products or bio-
mass heating systems.’’. 

(b) GRANT PROGRAM.—Section 9013(b)(1) of 
the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8113(b)(1)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
after the semicolon at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) grants of up to $50,000 to biomass con-

sumer cooperatives for the purpose of estab-
lishing or expanding biomass consumer co-
operatives that will provide consumers with 
services or discounts relating to— 

‘‘(i) the purchase of biomass heating sys-
tems; 

‘‘(ii) biomass heating products, including 
wood chips, wood pellets, and advanced 
biofuels; or 

‘‘(iii) the delivery and storage of biomass 
of heating products.’’. 

(c) MATCHING FUNDS.—Section 9013(d) of 
the Farm Security and Rural Investment 
Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 8113(d)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘A State or local govern-
ment that receives a grant under subsection 
(b)’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS.—A 
State or local government that receives a 
grant under subparagraph (A) or (B) of sub-
section (b)(1)’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) BIOMASS CONSUMER COOPERATIVES.—A 

biomass consumer cooperative that receives 
a grant under subsection (b)(1)(C) shall con-
tribute an amount of non-Federal funds 
(which may include State, local, and non-
profit funds and membership dues) toward 
the establishment or expansion of a biomass 
consumer cooperative that is at least equal 
to 50 percent of the amount of Federal funds 
received for that purpose.’’. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 9013(e) of the Farm Security and 
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
8113(e)) is amended by striking ‘‘2013’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 9013. REPEAL OF BIOFUELS INFRASTRUC-

TURE STUDY. 
Section 9002 of the Food, Conservation, and 

Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110–246; 122 
Stat. 2095) is repealed. 
SEC. 9014. REPEAL OF RENEWABLE FERTILIZER 

STUDY. 
Section 9003 of the Food, Conservation, and 

Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110–246; 122 
Stat. 2096) is repealed. 
SEC. 9015. ENERGY EFFICIENCY REPORT FOR 

USDA FACILITIES. 
(a) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 

the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall submit to the 
Committee on Agriculture of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen-
ate a report on energy use and energy effi-
ciency projects at the Washington, District 
of Columbia, headquarters and the major re-
gional facilities of the Department of Agri-
culture. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall include the following: 

(1) An analysis of energy use by the De-
partment of Agriculture headquarters and 
major regional facilities. 

(2) A list of energy audits that have been 
conducted at such facilities. 

(3) A list of energy efficiency projects that 
have been conducted at such facilities. 

(4) A list of energy savings projects that 
could be achieved with enacting a consistent, 
timely, and proper mechanical insulation 
maintenance program and upgrading me-
chanical insulation at such facilities. 

TITLE X—HORTICULTURE 
SEC. 10001. SPECIALTY CROPS MARKET NEWS AL-

LOCATION. 
Section 10107(b) of the Food, Conservation, 

and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 1622b(b)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 10002. REPEAL OF GRANT PROGRAM TO IM-

PROVE MOVEMENT OF SPECIALTY 
CROPS. 

Effective October 1, 2013, section 10403 of 
the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 
2008 (7 U.S.C. 1622c) is repealed. 
SEC. 10003. FARMERS’ MARKET AND LOCAL FOOD 

PROMOTION PROGRAM. 
Section 6 of the Farmer-to-Consumer Di-

rect Marketing Act of 1976 (7 U.S.C. 3005) is 
amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting 
‘‘AND LOCAL FOOD’’ after ‘‘FARMERS’ MARKET’’; 

(2) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘and Local Food’’ after 

‘‘Farmers’ Market’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘farmers’ markets and to 

promote’’; and 
(C) by striking the period and inserting 

‘‘and assist in the development of local food 
business enterprises.’’; 

(3) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(b) PROGRAM PURPOSES.—The purposes of 
the Program are to increase domestic con-
sumption of and access to locally and region-
ally produced agricultural products, and to 
develop new market opportunities for farm 
and ranch operations serving local markets, 
by developing, improving, expanding, and 
providing outreach, training, and technical 
assistance to, or assisting in the develop-
ment, improvement and expansion of— 

‘‘(1) domestic farmers’ markets, roadside 
stands, community-supported agriculture 
programs, agritourism activities, and other 
direct producer-to-consumer market oppor-
tunities; and 

‘‘(2) local and regional food business enter-
prises (including those that are not direct 
producer-to-consumer markets) that process, 
distribute, aggregate, or store locally or re-
gionally produced food products.’’; 

(4) in subsection (c)(1)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘or other agricultural 

business entity’’ after ‘‘cooperative’’; and 
(B) by inserting ‘‘, including a community 

supported agriculture network or associa-
tion’’ after ‘‘association’’; 

(5) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-
section (g); 

(6) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(e) PRIORITIES.—In providing grants under 
the Program, priority shall be given to appli-
cations that include projects that benefit un-
derserved communities, including commu-
nities that— 

‘‘(1) are located in areas of concentrated 
poverty with limited access to fresh locally 
or regionally grown foods; and 

‘‘(2) have not received benefits from the 
Program in the recent past. 

‘‘(f) FUNDS REQUIREMENTS FOR ELIGIBLE EN-
TITIES.— 

‘‘(1) MATCHING FUNDS.—An entity receiving 
a grant under this section for a project to 
carry out a purpose described in subsection 
(b)(2) shall provide matching funds in the 
form of cash or an in-kind contribution in an 
amount equal to 25 percent of the total cost 
of the project. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—An eli-
gible entity may not use a grant or other as-

sistance provided under this section for the 
purchase, construction, or rehabilitation of a 
building or structure.’’; and 

(7) in subsection (g) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (5))— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘FISCAL YEARS 2008 THROUGH 2012’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘MANDATORY FUNDING’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(iii) in subparagraph (C), by striking the 
period at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(iv) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(D) $30,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 

through 2018.’’; 
(B) by striking paragraphs (3) and (5); 
(C) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-

graph (6); and 
(D) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $10,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 

‘‘(4) USE OF FUNDS.—Of the funds made 
available to carry out this section for a fis-
cal year— 

‘‘(A) 50 percent of the funds shall be used 
for the purposes described in subsection 
(b)(1); and 

‘‘(B) 50 percent of the funds shall be used 
for the purposes described in subsection 
(b)(2). 

‘‘(5) LIMITATION ON ADMINISTRATIVE EX-
PENSES.—Not more than 4 percent of the 
total amount made available to carry out 
this section for a fiscal year may be used for 
administrative expenses.’’. 
SEC. 10004. ORGANIC AGRICULTURE. 

(a) ORGANIC PRODUCTION AND MARKET DATA 
INITIATIVES.—Section 7407 of the Farm Secu-
rity and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 
U.S.C. 5925c) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 

by inserting ‘‘and annually thereafter’’ after 
‘‘this subsection’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(C) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3); and 

(D) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(2) describes how data collection agencies 
(such as the Agricultural Marketing Service 
and the National Agricultural Statistics 
Service) are coordinating with data user 
agencies (such as the Risk Management 
Agency) to ensure that data collected under 
this section can be used by data user agen-
cies, including by the Risk Management 
Agency to offer price elections for all or-
ganic crops; and’’; and 

(2) in subsection (d)— 
(A) by striking paragraph (3); 
(B) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-

graph (3); 
(C) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(2) MANDATORY FUNDING.—In addition to 

any funds made available under paragraph 
(1), of the funds of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, the Secretary shall use to carry 
out this section $5,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended.’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (3) (as redesignated by 
subparagraph (B))— 

(i) in the paragraph heading, by striking 
‘‘FOR FISCAL YEARS 2008 THROUGH 2012’’; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘paragraph (1)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘paragraphs (1) and (2)’’; and 

(iii) by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 

(b) MODERNIZATION AND TECHNOLOGY UP-
GRADE FOR NATIONAL ORGANIC PROGRAM.— 
Section 2123 of the Organic Foods Production 
Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 6522) is amended— 
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(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(B) by redesignating paragraph (6) as para-

graph (7); and 
(C) by inserting after paragraph (5) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(6) $15,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 

through 2018; and’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(c) MODERNIZATION AND TECHNOLOGY UP-

GRADE FOR NATIONAL ORGANIC PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall mod-

ernize database and technology systems of 
the national organic program. 

‘‘(2) FUNDING.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation and in addition to 
any other funds made available for that pur-
pose, the Secretary shall make available to 
carry out this subsection $5,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2014, to remain available until ex-
pended.’’. 

(c) NATIONAL ORGANIC CERTIFICATION COST- 
SHARE PROGRAM.—Section 10606(d) of the 
Farm Security and Rural Investment Act of 
2002 (7 U.S.C. 6523(d)) is amended by striking 
paragraph (1) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) MANDATORY FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEARS 
2014 THROUGH 2018.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall make available to carry out this sec-
tion $11,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018, to remain available until ex-
pended.’’. 

(d) EXEMPTION OF CERTIFIED ORGANIC PROD-
UCTS FROM PROMOTION ORDER ASSESS-
MENTS.—Section 501 of the Federal Agri-
culture Improvement and Reform Act of 1996 
(7 U.S.C. 7401) is amended by striking sub-
section (e) and inserting the following; 

‘‘(e) EXEMPTION OF CERTIFIED ORGANIC 
PRODUCTS FROM PROMOTION ORDER ASSESS-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
provision of a commodity promotion law, a 
person that produces, handles, markets, or 
imports organic products may be exempt 
from the payment of an assessment under a 
commodity promotion law with respect to 
any agricultural commodity that is certified 
as ‘organic’ or ‘100 percent organic’ (as de-
fined in part 205 of title 7, Code of Federal 
Regulations (or a successor regulation)). 

‘‘(2) SPLIT OPERATIONS.—The exemption de-
scribed in paragraph (1) shall apply to the 
certified ‘organic’ or ‘100 percent organic’ (as 
defined in part 205 of title 7 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations (or a successor regula-
tion)) products of a producer, handler, or 
marketer regardless of whether the agricul-
tural commodity subject to the exemption is 
produced, handled, or marketed by a person 
that also produces, handles, or markets con-
ventional or nonorganic agricultural prod-
ucts, including conventional or nonorganic 
agricultural products of the same agricul-
tural commodity as that for which the ex-
emption is claimed. 

‘‘(3) APPROVAL.—The Secretary shall ap-
prove the exemption of a person under this 
subsection if the person maintains a valid or-
ganic certificate issued under the Organic 
Foods Production Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 6501 et 
seq.). 

‘‘(4) TERMINATION OF EFFECTIVENESS.—This 
subsection shall be effective until the date 
on which the Secretary issues an organic 
commodity promotion order in accordance 
with subsection (f). 

‘‘(5) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
promulgate regulations concerning eligi-
bility and compliance for an exemption 
under paragraph (1).’’. 

(e) ORGANIC COMMODITY PROMOTION 
ORDER.—Section 501 of the Federal Agri-
culture Improvement and Reform Act of 1996 
(7 U.S.C. 7401) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(f) ORGANIC COMMODITY PROMOTION 
ORDER.— 

‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) CERTIFIED ORGANIC FARM.—The term 

‘certified organic farm’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 2103 of the Organic 
Foods Production Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 6502). 

‘‘(B) COVERED PERSON.—The term ‘covered 
person’ means a producer, handler, mar-
keter, or importer of an organic agricultural 
commodity. 

‘‘(C) DUAL-COVERED AGRICULTURAL COM-
MODITY.—The term ‘dual-covered agricul-
tural commodity’ means an agricultural 
commodity that— 

‘‘(i) is produced on a certified organic 
farm; and 

‘‘(ii) is covered under both— 
‘‘(I) an organic commodity promotion 

order issued pursuant to paragraph (2); and 
‘‘(II) any other agricultural commodity 

promotion order issued under section 514. 
‘‘(2) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary may 

issue an organic commodity promotion order 
under section 514 that includes any agricul-
tural commodity that— 

‘‘(A) is produced or handled (as defined in 
section 2103 of the Organic Foods Production 
Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 6502)) and that is cer-
tified to be sold or labeled as ‘organic’ or ‘100 
percent organic’ (as defined in part 205 of 
title 7, Code of Federal Regulations (or a suc-
cessor regulation)); or 

‘‘(B) is imported with a valid organic cer-
tificate (as defined in that part). 

‘‘(3) ELECTION.—If the Secretary issues an 
organic commodity promotion order de-
scribed in paragraph (2), a covered person 
may elect, for applicable dual-covered agri-
cultural commodities and in the sole discre-
tion of the covered person, whether to be as-
sessed under the organic commodity pro-
motion order or another applicable agricul-
tural commodity promotion order. 

‘‘(4) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
promulgate regulations concerning eligi-
bility and compliance for an exemption 
under paragraph (1).’’. 

(f) DEFINITION OF AGRICULTURAL COM-
MODITY.—Section 513(1) of the Commodity 
Promotion, Research, and Information Act 
of 1996 (7 U.S.C. 7412(1)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (E) and 
(F) as subparagraphs (F) and (G), respec-
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the 
following: 

‘‘(E) products, as a class, that are— 
‘‘(i) produced on a certified organic farm 

(as defined in section 2103 of the Organic 
Foods Production Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 6502)); 
and 

‘‘(ii) certified to be sold or labeled as ‘or-
ganic’ or ‘100 percent organic’ (as defined in 
part 205 of title 7, Code of Federal Regula-
tions (or a successor regulation));’’. 
SEC. 10005. INVESTIGATIONS AND ENFORCEMENT 

OF THE ORGANIC FOODS PRODUC-
TION ACT OF 1990. 

(a) RECORDKEEPING BY CERTIFIED OPER-
ATIONS.—Section 2112 of the Organic Foods 
Production Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 6511) is 
amended by striking subsection (d). 

(b) RECORDKEEPING BY CERTIFYING 
AGENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 2116 of the Or-
ganic Foods Production Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
6515) is amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (c); 
(B) by redesignating subsections (d) 

through (j) as subsections (c) through (i), re-
spectively; and 

(C) in subsection (d) (as so redesignated), in 
the matter preceding paragraph (1), by strik-
ing ‘‘subsection (d)’’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (c)’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
2107(a)(8) of the Organic Foods Production 

Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 6506(a)(8)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘section 2116(h)’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 2116(g)’’. 

(c) RECORDKEEPING, INVESTIGATIONS, AND 
ENFORCEMENT.—Section 2120 of the Organic 
Foods Production Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 6519) 
is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 2120. RECORDKEEPING, INVESTIGATIONS, 

AND ENFORCEMENT. 
‘‘(a) RECORDKEEPING.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this title, each person who sells, la-
bels, or represents any agricultural product 
as having been produced or handled using or-
ganic methods shall make available to the 
Secretary or the applicable governing State 
official, on request by the Secretary or offi-
cial, all records associated with the agricul-
tural product. 

‘‘(2) CERTIFIED OPERATIONS.—Each producer 
that operates a certified organic farm or cer-
tified organic handling operation under this 
title shall maintain, for a period of not less 
than 5 years, all records concerning the pro-
duction or handling of any agricultural prod-
uct sold or labeled as organically produced 
under this title, including— 

‘‘(A) a detailed history of substances ap-
plied to fields or agricultural products; 

‘‘(B) the name and address of each person 
who applied such a substance; and 

‘‘(C) the date, rate, and method of applica-
tion of each such substance. 

‘‘(3) CERTIFYING AGENTS.— 
‘‘(A) MAINTENANCE OF RECORDS.—A certi-

fying agent shall maintain all records con-
cerning the activities of the certifying agent 
under this title for a period of not less than 
10 years. 

‘‘(B) ACCESS FOR SECRETARY.—A certifying 
agent shall provide to the Secretary and the 
applicable governing State official (or a rep-
resentative) access to all records concerning 
the activities of the certifying agent under 
this title. 

‘‘(C) TRANSFERENCE OF RECORDS.—If a pri-
vate person that was certified under this 
title is dissolved or loses accreditation, all 
records and copies of records concerning the 
activities of the person under this title shall 
be— 

‘‘(i) transferred to the Secretary; and 
‘‘(ii) made available to the applicable gov-

erning State official. 
‘‘(4) UNLAWFUL ACT.—It shall be unlawful 

and a violation of this title for any person 
covered by this title to fail or refuse to pro-
vide accurate information (including a delay 
in the timely delivery of such information) 
required by the Secretary under this title. 

‘‘(5) CONFIDENTIALITY.—Except as provided 
in section 2107(a)(9), or as otherwise directed 
by the Secretary or the Attorney General for 
enforcement purposes, no officer, employee, 
or agent of the United States shall make 
available to the public any information, sta-
tistic, or document obtained from, or made 
available by, any person under this title, 
other than in a manner that ensures that 
confidentiality is preserved regarding— 

‘‘(A) the identity of all relevant persons 
(including parties to a contract); and 

‘‘(B) proprietary business information. 
‘‘(b) INVESTIGATIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may take 

such investigative actions as the Secretary 
considers to be necessary— 

‘‘(A) to verify the accuracy of any informa-
tion reported or made available under this 
title; and 

‘‘(B) to determine whether a person cov-
ered by this title has committed a violation 
of any provision of this title, including an 
order or regulation promulgated by the Sec-
retary pursuant to this title. 

‘‘(2) SPECIFIC INVESTIGATIVE POWERS.—In 
carrying out this title, the Secretary may— 

‘‘(A) administer oaths and affirmations; 
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‘‘(B) subpoena witnesses; 
‘‘(C) compel attendance of witnesses; 
‘‘(D) take evidence; and 
‘‘(E) require the production of any records 

required to be maintained under this title 
that are relevant to an investigation. 

‘‘(c) VIOLATIONS OF TITLE.— 
‘‘(1) MISUSE OF LABEL.—Any person who 

knowingly sells or labels a product as or-
ganic, except in accordance with this title, 
shall be subject to a civil penalty of not 
more than $10,000. 

‘‘(2) FALSE STATEMENT.—Any person who 
makes a false statement under this title to 
the Secretary, a governing State official, or 
a certifying agent shall be punished in ac-
cordance with section 1001 of title 18, United 
States Code. 

‘‘(3) INELIGIBILITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subparagraph (C), any person that carries 
out an activity described in subparagraph 
(B), after notice and an opportunity to be 
heard, shall not be eligible, for the 5-year pe-
riod beginning on the date of the occurrence, 
to receive a certification under this title 
with respect to any farm or handling oper-
ation in which the person has an interest. 

‘‘(B) DESCRIPTION OF ACTIVITIES.—An activ-
ity referred to in subparagraph (A) is— 

‘‘(i) making a false statement; 
‘‘(ii) attempting to have a label indicating 

that an agricultural product is organically 
produced affixed to an agricultural product 
that a person knows, or should have reason 
to know, to have been produced or handled in 
a manner that is not in accordance with this 
title; or 

‘‘(iii) otherwise violating the purposes of 
the applicable organic certification program, 
as determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(C) WAIVER.—Notwithstanding subpara-
graph (A), the Secretary may modify or 
waive a period of ineligibility under this 
paragraph if the Secretary determines that 
the modification or waiver is in the best in-
terests of the applicable organic certifi-
cation program established under this title. 

‘‘(4) REPORTING OF VIOLATIONS.—A certi-
fying agent shall immediately report any 
violation of this title to the Secretary or the 
applicable governing State official. 

‘‘(5) VIOLATIONS BY CERTIFYING AGENT.—A 
certifying agent that is a private person that 
violates the provisions of this title or falsely 
or negligently certifies any farming or han-
dling operation that does not meet the terms 
and conditions of the applicable organic cer-
tification program as an organic operation, 
as determined by the Secretary or the appli-
cable governing State official shall, after no-
tice and an opportunity to be heard— 

‘‘(A) lose accreditation as a certifying 
agent under this title; and 

‘‘(B) be ineligible to be accredited as a cer-
tifying agent under this title for a period of 
not less than 3 years, beginning on the date 
of the determination. 

‘‘(6) EFFECT ON OTHER LAW.—Nothing in 
this title alters— 

‘‘(A) the authority of the Secretary con-
cerning meat, poultry and egg products 
under— 

‘‘(i) the Federal Meat Inspection Act (21 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.); 

‘‘(ii) the Poultry Products Inspection Act 
(21 U.S.C. 451 et seq.); or 

‘‘(iii) the Egg Products Inspection Act (21 
U.S.C. 1031 et seq.); 

‘‘(B) the authority of the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services under the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
301 et seq.); or 

‘‘(C) the authority of the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency under 
the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (7 U.S.C. 136 et seq.).’’. 

SEC. 10006. FOOD SAFETY EDUCATION INITIA-
TIVES. 

Section 10105(c) of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 7655a(c)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 10007. CONSOLIDATION OF PLANT PEST AND 

DISEASE MANAGEMENT AND DIS-
ASTER PREVENTION PROGRAMS. 

(a) RELOCATION OF LEGISLATIVE LANGUAGE 
RELATING TO NATIONAL CLEAN PLANT NET-
WORK.—Section 420 of the Plant Protection 
Act (7 U.S.C. 7721) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-
section (f); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(e) NATIONAL CLEAN PLANT NETWORK.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish a program to be known as the ‘Na-
tional Clean Plant Network’ (referred to in 
this subsection as the ‘Program’). 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Under the Program, 
the Secretary shall establish a network of 
clean plant centers for diagnostic and patho-
gen elimination services— 

‘‘(A) to produce clean propagative plant 
material; and 

‘‘(B) to maintain blocks of pathogen-tested 
plant material in sites located throughout 
the United States. 

‘‘(3) AVAILABILITY OF CLEAN PLANT SOURCE 
MATERIAL.—Clean plant source material may 
be made available to— 

‘‘(A) a State for a certified plant program 
of the State; and 

‘‘(B) private nurseries and producers. 
‘‘(4) CONSULTATION AND COLLABORATION.—In 

carrying out the Program, the Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(A) consult with— 
‘‘(i) State departments of agriculture; and 
‘‘(ii) land-grant colleges and universities 

and NLGCA Institutions (as those terms are 
defined in section 1404 of the National Agri-
cultural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3103)); and 

‘‘(B) to the extent practicable and with 
input from the appropriate State officials 
and industry representatives, use existing 
Federal or State facilities to serve as clean 
plant centers. 

‘‘(5) FUNDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 2013.—There 
is authorized to be appropriated to carry out 
the Program $5,000,000 for fiscal year 2013.’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Subsection (f) of section 420 
of the Plant Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 7721) 
(as so redesignated) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘and each 
fiscal year thereafter.’’ and inserting a semi-
colon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) $62,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 

through 2017; and 
‘‘(6) $75,000,000 for fiscal year 2018 and each 

fiscal year thereafter.’’. 
(c) REPEAL OF EXISTING PROVISION.—Sec-

tion 10202 of the Food, Conservation, and En-
ergy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 7761) is repealed. 

(d) USE OF FUNDS FOR CLEAN PLANT NET-
WORK.—Section 420 of the Plant Protection 
Act (7 U.S.C. 7721) (as amended by subsection 
(a)), is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(g) USE OF FUNDS FOR CLEAN PLANT NET-
WORK.—Of the funds made available under 
subsection (f) to carry out this section for a 
fiscal year, not less than $5,000,000 shall be 
available to carry out the National Clean 
Plant Network under subsection (e). 

‘‘(h) LIMITATION ON INDIRECT COSTS FOR THE 
CONSOLIDATION OF PLANT PEST AND DISEASE 
MANAGEMENT AND DISASTER PREVENTION 
PROGRAMS.—Indirect costs charged against a 
cooperative agreement under this section 
shall not exceed the lesser of— 

‘‘(1) 15 percent of the total Federal funds 
provided under the cooperative agreement, 
as determined by the Secretary; and 

‘‘(2) the indirect cost rate applicable to the 
recipient as otherwise established by law.’’. 
SEC. 10008. IMPORTATION OF SEED. 

Section 17(c) of the Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (7 U.S.C. 
136o(c)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) IMPORTATION OF SEED.—Notwith-

standing any other provision of law, no per-
son is required to notify the Administrator 
of the arrival of a plant-incorporated pro-
tectant (as defined in section 174.3 of title 40, 
Code of Federal Regulations (or any suc-
cessor regulation)) that is contained in a 
seed, if— 

‘‘(A) that plant-incorporated protectant is 
registered under section 3; 

‘‘(B) the Administrator has issued an ex-
perimental use permit for that plant-incor-
porated protectant under section 5; or 

‘‘(C) the seed is covered by a permit (as de-
fined in part 340 of title 7, Code of Federal 
Regulations (or any successor regulation)) or 
a notification. 

‘‘(3) COOPERATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In response to a request 

from the Administrator, the Secretary of Ag-
riculture shall provide to the Administrator 
a list of seed containing plant-incorporated 
protectants (as defined in section 174.3 of 
title 40, Code of Federal Regulations (or any 
successor regulation)) if the importation of 
that seed into the United States has been ap-
proved under a permit or notification re-
ferred to in paragraph (2). 

‘‘(B) CONTENTS.—The list under subpara-
graph (A) shall be provided in a form and at 
such intervals as may be agreed to by the 
Secretary and the Administrator. 

‘‘(4) APPLICABILITY.—Nothing in this sub-
section precludes or limits the authority of 
the Secretary of Agriculture with respect to 
the importation or movement of plants, 
plant products, or seeds under— 

‘‘(A) the Plant Protection Act (7 U.S.C.7701 
et seq.); and 

‘‘(B) the Federal Seed Act (7 U.S.C. 1551 et 
seq.).’’. 
SEC. 10009. BULK SHIPMENTS OF APPLES TO 

CANADA. 
(a) BULK SHIPMENT OF APPLES TO CAN-

ADA.—Section 4 of the Export Apple Act (7 
U.S.C. 584) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘SEC. 4. Apples in’’ and in-
serting the following: 
‘‘SEC. 4. EXEMPTIONS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Apples in’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) BULK CONTAINERS.—Apples may be 

shipped to Canada in bulk containers with-
out complying with the provisions of this 
Act.’’. 

(b) DEFINITION OF BULK CONTAINER.—Sec-
tion 9 of the Export Apple Act (7 U.S.C. 589) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(5) The term ‘bulk container’ means a 
container that contains a quantity of apples 
weighing more than 100 pounds.’’. 

(c) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall issue regulations to carry 
out the amendments made by this section. 
SEC. 10010. SPECIALTY CROP BLOCK GRANTS. 

Section 101 of the Specialty Crops Com-
petitiveness Act of 2004 (7 U.S.C. 1621 note; 
Public Law 108–465) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘subsection (j)’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘subsection (l)’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 
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(2) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(b) GRANTS BASED ON VALUE AND ACRE-

AGE.—Subject to subsection (c), for each 
State whose application for a grant for a fis-
cal year that is accepted by the Secretary 
under subsection (f), the amount of the grant 
for that fiscal year to the State under this 
section shall bear the same ratio to the total 
amount made available under subsection 
(l)(1) for that fiscal year as— 

‘‘(1) the average of the most recent avail-
able value of specialty crop production in the 
State and the acreage of specialty crop pro-
duction in the State, as demonstrated in the 
most recent Census of Agriculture data; 
bears to 

‘‘(2) the average of the most recent avail-
able value of specialty crop production in all 
States and the acreage of specialty crop pro-
duction in all States, as demonstrated in the 
most recent Census of Agriculture data.’’; 

(3) by redesignating subsection (j) as sub-
section (l); 

(4) by inserting after subsection (i) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(j) MULTISTATE PROJECTS.—Not later than 
180 days after the effective date of the Agri-
cultural Act of 2014, the Secretary of Agri-
culture shall issue guidance for the purpose 
of making grants to multistate projects 
under this section for projects involving— 

‘‘(1) food safety; 
‘‘(2) plant pests and disease; 
‘‘(3) research; 
‘‘(4) crop-specific projects addressing com-

mon issues; and 
‘‘(5) any other area that furthers the pur-

poses of this section, as determined by the 
Secretary. 

‘‘(k) ADMINISTRATION.— 
‘‘(1) DEPARTMENT.—The Secretary of Agri-

culture may not use more than 3 percent of 
the funds made available to carry out this 
section for a fiscal year for administrative 
expenses. 

‘‘(2) STATES.—A State receiving a grant 
under this section may not use more than 8 
percent of the funds received under the grant 
for a fiscal year for administrative ex-
penses.’’; and 

(5) in subsection (l) (as redesignated by 
paragraph (3))— 

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1), (2), 
and (3) as subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C), re-
spectively, and indenting appropriately; 

(B) by striking ‘‘Of the funds’’ and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds’’; 
(C) in paragraph (1) (as so designated)— 
(i) in subparagraph (B) (as redesignated by 

subparagraph (A)), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(ii) in subparagraph (C) (as redesignated by 
subparagraph (A)), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(D) $72,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 

through 2017; and 
‘‘(E) $85,000,000 for fiscal year 2018 and each 

fiscal year thereafter.’’; and 
(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) MULTISTATE PROJECTS.—Of the funds 

made available under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary may use to carry out subsection (j), to 
remain available until expended— 

‘‘(A) $1,000,000 for fiscal year 2014; 
‘‘(B) $2,000,000 for fiscal year 2015; 
‘‘(C) $3,000,000 for fiscal year 2016; 
‘‘(D) $4,000,000 for fiscal year 2017; and 
‘‘(E) $5,000,000 for fiscal year 2018.’’. 

SEC. 10011. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE CON-
SULTATION REGARDING ENFORCE-
MENT OF CERTAIN LABOR LAW PRO-
VISIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall consult with the Secretary of 

Labor regarding the restraining of shipments 
of agricultural commodities, or the confisca-
tion of agricultural commodities, by the De-
partment of Labor for actual or suspected 
labor law violations in order to consider— 

(1) the perishable nature of the commod-
ities; 

(2) the impact of the restraining or confis-
cation on the economic viability of farming 
operations; and 

(3) the competitiveness of specialty crops 
through grants awarded to States under sec-
tion 101 of the Specialty Crops Competitive-
ness Act of 2004 (7 U.S.C. 1621 note; Public 
Law 108–465). 

(b) REPORT.—The Secretary of Labor shall 
submit to the Committees on Agriculture 
and Education and Workforce of the House of 
Representative and the Committees on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry and Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions of the Sen-
ate a report that describes the number of in-
stances during the period of fiscal years 2008 
through 2013 that the Department of Labor 
has contacted a purchaser of perishable agri-
cultural commodities to notify that pur-
chaser of an investigation or pending en-
forcement action against a producer from 
whom the purchaser has purchased perish-
able agricultural commodities. 
SEC. 10012. REPORT ON HONEY. 

(a) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary, in consultation with persons affected 
by the potential establishment of a Federal 
standard for the identity of honey, shall sub-
mit to the Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
a report describing how an appropriate Fed-
eral standard for the identity of honey would 
be in the interest of consumers, the honey 
industry, and United States agriculture. 

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—In preparing the re-
port required under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall take into consideration the 
March 2006, Standard of Identity citizens pe-
tition filed with the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, including any current industry 
amendments or clarifications necessary to 
update that petition. 
SEC. 10013. REPORTS TO CONGRESS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
and 1 year after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency and Secretaries of 
Commerce, Agriculture and the Interior 
shall submit to the Committees on Agri-
culture and Natural Resources of the House 
of Representatives and the Committees on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry and En-
vironment and Public Works of the Senate, 2 
reports that describe approaches and actions 
taken by the Environmental Protection 
Agency, the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service, and the National Marine Fisheries 
Service— 

(1) to implement recommendations, includ-
ing an analysis of how any identified delays 
to implementation will be overcome, of the 
2013 Expert Report authored by the National 
Research Council of the National Academies 
entitled ‘‘Assessing Risks to Endangered and 
Threatened Species from Pesticides’’; 

(2) to otherwise minimize delays in inte-
grating— 

(A) the pesticide registration and registra-
tion review requirements of sections 3 and 33 
of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (7 U.S.C. 136a, 136w–8); and 

(B) the species and habitat protection proc-
esses described in sections 7 and 10 of the En-
dangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1536, 
1539); and 

(3) to ensure public participation and 
transparency during the development, imple-
mentation, and evaluation of the approaches 
to implement the recommendations con-
tained in the report described in paragraph 
(1). 

(b) REQUIREMENT FOR FINAL REPORT.—In 
addition to the requirements of subsection 
(a), the final report submitted to Congress 
under that subsection shall— 

(1) inform Congress of specific actions that 
have been and will be taken to address the 
recommendations identified in subsection 
(a)(1), including an evaluation to establish 
that— 

(A) the approaches utilize the best avail-
able science; 

(B) reasonable and prudent alternatives 
within biological opinions are techno-
logically and economically feasible; 

(C) reasonable and prudent measures are 
necessary and appropriate; and 

(D) the agencies ensure public participa-
tion and transparency in the development of 
reasonable and prudent alternatives and rea-
sonable and prudent measures; and 

(2) update the study and report required by 
subsections (b) and (c) of section 1010 of Pub-
lic Law 100–478 (7 U.S.C. 136a note). 
SEC. 10014. STAY OF REGULATIONS. 

Not later than 60 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall lift 
the administrative stay imposed under the 
rule of the Secretary entitled ‘‘Christmas 
Tree Promotion, Research, and Information 
Order; Stay of Regulations’’ and published 
by the Department of Agriculture on Novem-
ber 17, 2011 (76 Fed. Reg. 71241), on the regula-
tions in subpart A of part 1214 of title 7, Code 
of Federal Regulations, establishing an in-
dustry-funded promotion, research, and in-
formation program for fresh-cut Christmas 
trees. 
SEC. 10015. REGULATION OF SULFURYL FLUO-

RIDE. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency shall exclude 
nonpesticideal sources of fluoride from any 
aggregate exposure assessment required 
under section 408 of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 346a) when as-
sessing tolerances associated with residues 
from the pesticide. 
SEC. 10016. LOCAL FOOD PRODUCTION AND PRO-

GRAM EVALUATION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 
(1) collect data on— 
(A) the production and marketing of lo-

cally or regionally produced agricultural 
food products; and 

(B) direct and indirect regulatory compli-
ance costs affecting the production and mar-
keting of locally or regionally produced agri-
cultural food products; 

(2) facilitate interagency collaboration and 
data sharing on programs relating to local 
and regional food systems; 

(3) monitor— 
(A) the effectiveness of programs designed 

to expand or facilitate local food systems; 
and 

(B) barriers to local and regional market 
access due to Federal regulation of small- 
scale production; and 

(4) evaluate the manner in which local food 
systems— 

(A) contribute to improving community 
food security; and 

(B) assist populations with limited access 
to healthy food. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary shall, at a minimum— 

(1) collect and distribute comprehensive re-
porting of prices and volume of locally or re-
gionally produced agricultural food prod-
ucts; 

(2) conduct surveys and analysis and pub-
lish reports relating to the production, han-
dling, distribution, retail sales, and trend 
studies (including consumer purchasing pat-
terns) of or on locally or regionally produced 
agricultural food products; 
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(3) evaluate the effectiveness of existing 

programs in growing local and regional food 
systems, including— 

(A) the impact of local food systems on job 
creation and economic development; 

(B) the level of participation in the Farm-
ers’ Market and Local Food Promotion Pro-
gram established under section 6 of the 
Farmer-to-Consumer Direct Marketing Act 
of 1976 (7 U.S.C. 3005), including the percent-
age of projects funded in comparison to ap-
plicants and the types of eligible entities re-
ceiving funds; 

(C) the ability of participants to leverage 
private capital and a synopsis of the places 
from which non-Federal funds are derived; 
and 

(D) any additional resources required to 
aid in the development or expansion of local 
and regional food systems; 

(4) evaluate the impact that Federal regu-
lation of small commercial producers of agri-
cultural food products intended for local and 
regional consumption may have on— 

(A) local job creation and economic devel-
opment; 

(B) access to local and regional fruit and 
vegetable markets, including for new and be-
ginning small commercial producers; and 

(C) participation in— 
(i) supplier networks; 
(ii) high volume distribution systems; and 
(iii) retail sales outlets; 
(5) expand the Agricultural Resource Man-

agement Survey of the Department to in-
clude questions on locally or regionally pro-
duced agricultural food products; and 

(6) seek to establish or expand private-pub-
lic partnerships to facilitate, to the max-
imum extent practicable, the collection of 
data on locally or regionally produced agri-
cultural food products, including the devel-
opment of a nationally coordinated and re-
gionally balanced evaluation of the redevel-
opment of locally or regionally produced 
food systems. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act and annu-
ally thereafter, the Secretary shall submit 
to the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of 
the Senate a report describing the progress 
that has been made in implementing this 
section and identifying any additional needs 
and barriers related to developing local and 
regional food systems. 
SEC. 10017. CLARIFICATION OF USE OF FUNDS 

FOR TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE. 
In the case of each program established or 

amended by this title that is authorized or 
required to be carried out using funds of the 
Commodity Credit Corporation, the use of 
those funds to provide technical assistance 
shall not be considered an allotment or fund 
transfer from the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration for purposes of the limit on expend-
itures for technical assistance imposed by 
section 11 of the Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion Charter Act (15 U.S.C. 714i). 

TITLE XI—CROP INSURANCE 
SEC. 11001. INFORMATION SHARING. 

Section 502(c) of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1502(c)) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(4) INFORMATION.— 
‘‘(A) REQUEST.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), the Farm Service Agency shall, in a 
timely manner, provide to an agent or an ap-
proved insurance provider authorized by the 
producer any information (including Farm 
Service Agency Form 578s (or any successor 
form)) or maps (or any corrections to those 
forms or maps) that may assist the agent or 
approved insurance provider in insuring the 
producer under a policy or plan of insurance 
under this subtitle. 

‘‘(B) PRIVACY.—Except as provided in sub-
paragraph (C), an agent or approved insur-
ance provider that receives the information 
of a producer pursuant to subparagraph (A) 
shall treat the information in accordance 
with paragraph (1). 

‘‘(C) SHARING.—Nothing in this section pro-
hibits the sharing of the information of a 
producer pursuant to subparagraph (A) be-
tween the agent and the approved insurance 
provider of the producer.’’. 
SEC. 11002. PUBLICATION OF INFORMATION ON 

VIOLATIONS OF PROHIBITION ON 
PREMIUM ADJUSTMENTS. 

Section 508(a)(9) of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(a)(9)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(C) PUBLICATION OF VIOLATIONS.— 
‘‘(i) PUBLICATION REQUIRED.—Subject to 

clause (ii), the Corporation shall publish in a 
timely manner on the website of the Risk 
Management Agency information regarding 
each violation of this paragraph, including 
any sanctions imposed in response to the 
violation, in sufficient detail so that the in-
formation may serve as effective guidance to 
approved insurance providers, agents, and 
producers. 

‘‘(ii) PROTECTION OF PRIVACY.—In providing 
information under clause (i) regarding viola-
tions of this paragraph, the Corporation 
shall redact the identity of the persons and 
entities committing the violations in order 
to protect the privacy of those persons and 
entities.’’. 
SEC. 11003. SUPPLEMENTAL COVERAGE OPTION. 

(a) AVAILABILITY OF SUPPLEMENTAL COV-
ERAGE OPTION.—Section 508(c) of the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(c)) is 
amended by striking paragraph (3) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(3) YIELD AND LOSS BASIS OPTIONS.—A pro-
ducer shall have the option of purchasing ad-
ditional coverage based on— 

‘‘(A)(i) an individual yield and loss basis; 
or 

‘‘(ii) an area yield and loss basis; or 
‘‘(B) an individual yield and loss basis, sup-

plemented with coverage based on an area 
yield and loss basis to cover a part of the de-
ductible under the individual yield and loss 
policy, as described in paragraph (4)(C).’’. 

(b) LEVEL OF COVERAGE.—Section 508(c) of 
the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 
1508(c)) is amended by striking paragraph (4) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(4) LEVEL OF COVERAGE.— 
‘‘(A) DOLLAR DENOMINATION AND PERCENT-

AGE OF YIELD.—Except as provided in sub-
paragraph (C), the level of coverage— 

‘‘(i) shall be dollar denominated; and 
‘‘(ii) may be purchased at any level not to 

exceed 85 percent of the individual yield or 95 
percent of the area yield (as determined by 
the Corporation). 

‘‘(B) INFORMATION.—The Corporation shall 
provide producers with information on cata-
strophic risk and additional coverage in 
terms of dollar coverage (within the allow-
able limits of coverage provided in this para-
graph). 

‘‘(C) SUPPLEMENTAL COVERAGE OPTION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-

paragraph (A), in the case of the supple-
mental coverage option described in para-
graph (3)(B), the Corporation shall offer pro-
ducers the opportunity to purchase coverage 
in combination with a policy or plan of in-
surance offered under this subtitle that 
would allow indemnities to be paid to a pro-
ducer equal to a part of the deductible under 
the policy or plan of insurance— 

‘‘(I) at a county-wide level to the fullest 
extent practicable; or 

‘‘(II) in counties that lack sufficient data, 
on the basis of such larger geographical area 
as the Corporation determines to provide 

sufficient data for purposes of providing the 
coverage. 

‘‘(ii) TRIGGER.—Coverage offered under 
paragraph (3)(B) and clause (i) shall be trig-
gered only if the losses in the area exceed 14 
percent of normal levels (as determined by 
the Corporation). 

‘‘(iii) COVERAGE.—Subject to the trigger 
described in clause (ii), coverage offered 
under paragraph (3)(B) and clause (i) shall 
not exceed the difference between— 

‘‘(I) 86 percent; and 
‘‘(II) the coverage level selected by the pro-

ducer for the underlying policy or plan of in-
surance. 

‘‘(iv) INELIGIBLE CROPS AND ACRES.—Crops 
for which the producer has elected under sec-
tion 1116 of the Agricultural Act of 2014 to re-
ceive agriculture risk coverage and acres 
that are enrolled in the stacked income pro-
tection plan under section 508B shall not be 
eligible for supplemental coverage under this 
subparagraph. 

‘‘(v) CALCULATION OF PREMIUM.—Notwith-
standing subsection (d), the premium for 
coverage offered under paragraph (3)(B) and 
clause (i) shall— 

‘‘(I) be sufficient to cover anticipated 
losses and a reasonable reserve; and 

‘‘(II) include an amount for operating and 
administrative expenses established in ac-
cordance with subsection (k)(4)(F).’’. 

(c) PAYMENT OF PORTION OF PREMIUM BY 
CORPORATION.—Section 508(e)(2) of the Fed-
eral Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(e)(2)) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(H) In the case of the supplemental cov-
erage option authorized in subsection 
(c)(4)(C), the amount shall be equal to the 
sum of— 

‘‘(i) 65 percent of the additional premium 
associated with the coverage; and 

‘‘(ii) the amount determined under sub-
section (c)(4)(C)(v)(II), subject to subsection 
(k)(4)(F), for the coverage to cover operating 
and administrative expenses.’’. 

(d) APPLICATION DATE.—The Federal Crop 
Insurance Corporation shall begin to provide 
additional coverage based on an individual 
yield and loss basis, supplemented with cov-
erage based on an area yield and loss basis, 
as described in the amendments made by this 
section, not later than for the 2015 crop year. 
SEC. 11004. CROP MARGIN COVERAGE OPTION. 

Section 508(c)(3) of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(c)(3)) (as amended by 
section 11003) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)(ii), by striking 
‘‘or’’ at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) a margin basis alone or in combina-

tion with the coverages available under sub-
paragraph (A) or (B).’’. 
SEC. 11005. PREMIUM AMOUNTS FOR CATA-

STROPHIC RISK PROTECTION. 
Section 508(d)(2) of the Federal Crop Insur-

ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(d)(2)) is amended by 
striking subparagraph (A) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(A) In the case of catastrophic risk pro-
tection, the amount of the premium estab-
lished by the Corporation for each crop for 
which catastrophic risk protection is avail-
able shall be reduced by the percentage equal 
to the difference between the average loss 
ratio for the crop and 100 percent, plus a rea-
sonable reserve, as determined by the Cor-
poration.’’. 
SEC. 11006. PERMANENT ENTERPRISE UNIT SUB-

SIDY. 
Section 508(e)(5) of the Federal Crop Insur-

ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(e)(5)) is amended by 
striking subparagraph (A) and inserting the 
following: 
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‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation may 

pay a portion of the premiums for plans or 
policies of insurance for which the insurable 
unit is defined on a whole farm or enterprise 
unit basis that is higher than would other-
wise be paid in accordance with paragraph 
(2).’’. 
SEC. 11007. ENTERPRISE UNITS FOR IRRIGATED 

AND NONIRRIGATED CROPS. 
Section 508(e)(5) of the Federal Crop Insur-

ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(e)(5)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(D) NONIRRIGATED CROPS.—Beginning with 
the 2015 crop year, the Corporation shall 
make available separate enterprise units for 
irrigated and nonirrigated acreage of crops 
in counties.’’. 
SEC. 11008. DATA COLLECTION. 

Section 508(g)(2) of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(g)(2)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(E) SOURCES OF YIELD DATA.—To deter-
mine yields under this paragraph, the Cor-
poration— 

‘‘(i) shall use county data collected by the 
Risk Management Agency, the National Ag-
ricultural Statistics Service, or both; or 

‘‘(ii) if sufficient county data is not avail-
able, may use other data considered appro-
priate by the Secretary.’’. 
SEC. 11009. ADJUSTMENT IN ACTUAL PRODUC-

TION HISTORY TO ESTABLISH IN-
SURABLE YIELDS. 

Section 508(g) of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(g)) (as amended by 
section 11008) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)(A), by inserting ‘‘and 
paragraph (4)(C)’’ after ‘‘(B)’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (4)— 
(A) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as 

subparagraph (D); 
(B) in subparagraph (D) (as so redesig-

nated), by inserting ‘‘or (C)’’ after ‘‘(B)’’; and 
(C) by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 

following: 
‘‘(C) ELECTION TO EXCLUDE CERTAIN HIS-

TORY.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding para-

graph (2), with respect to 1 or more of the 
crop years used to establish the actual pro-
duction history of an agricultural com-
modity of the producer, the producer may 
elect to exclude any recorded or appraised 
yield for any crop year in which the per 
planted acre yield of the agricultural com-
modity in the county of the producer was at 
least 50 percent below the simple average of 
the per planted acre yield of the agricultural 
commodity in the county during the pre-
vious 10 consecutive crop years. 

‘‘(ii) CONTIGUOUS COUNTIES.—In any crop 
year that a producer in a county is eligible 
to make an election to exclude a yield under 
clause (i), a producer in a contiguous county 
is eligible to make such an election. 

‘‘(iii) IRRIGATION PRACTICE.—For purposes 
of determining whether the per planted acre 
yield of the agricultural commodity in the 
county of the producer was at least 50 per-
cent below the simple average of the per 
planted acre yield of the agricultural com-
modity in the county during the previous 10 
consecutive crop years, the Corporation shall 
make a separate determination for irrigated 
and nonirrigated acreage.’’. 
SEC. 11010. SUBMISSION OF POLICIES AND 

BOARD REVIEW AND APPROVAL. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 508(h) of the Fed-

eral Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(h)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 

(B) as clauses (i) and (ii), respectively, and 
indenting appropriately; 

(B) by striking ‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In addi-
tion’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) AUTHORITY TO SUBMIT.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In addition’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) REVIEW AND SUBMISSION BY CORPORA-

TION.—The Corporation shall review any pol-
icy developed under section 522(c) or any 
pilot program developed under section 523 
and submit the policy or program to the 
Board under this subsection if the Corpora-
tion, at the sole discretion of the Corpora-
tion, finds that the policy or program— 

‘‘(i) will likely result in a viable and mar-
ketable policy consistent with this sub-
section; 

‘‘(ii) would provide crop insurance cov-
erage in a significantly improved form; and 

‘‘(iii) adequately protects the interests of 
producers.’’; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(3) REVIEW AND APPROVAL BY THE BOARD.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A policy, plan of insur-

ance, or other material submitted to the 
Board under this subsection shall be re-
viewed by the Board and shall be approved 
by the Board for reinsurance and for sale by 
approved insurance providers to producers at 
actuarially appropriate rates and under ap-
propriate terms and conditions if the Board 
determines that— 

‘‘(i) the interests of producers are ade-
quately protected; 

‘‘(ii) the proposed policy or plan of insur-
ance will— 

‘‘(I) provide a new kind of coverage that is 
likely to be viable and marketable; 

‘‘(II) provide crop insurance coverage in a 
manner that addresses a clear and identifi-
able flaw or problem in an existing policy; or 

‘‘(III) provide a new kind of coverage for a 
commodity that previously had no available 
crop insurance, or has demonstrated a low 
level of participation or coverage level under 
existing coverage; and 

‘‘(iii) the proposed policy or plan of insur-
ance will not have a significant adverse im-
pact on the crop insurance delivery system. 

‘‘(B) CONSIDERATION.—In approving policies 
or plans of insurance, the Board shall in a 
timely manner— 

‘‘(i) first, consider policies or plans of in-
surance that address underserved commod-
ities, including commodities for which there 
is no insurance; 

‘‘(ii) second, consider existing policies or 
plans of insurance for which there is inad-
equate coverage or there exists low levels of 
participation; and 

‘‘(iii) last, consider all policies or plans of 
insurance submitted to the Board that do 
not meet the criteria described in clause (i) 
or (ii). 

‘‘(C) SPECIFIED REVIEW AND APPROVAL PRI-
ORITIES.—In reviewing policies and other ma-
terials submitted to the Board under this 
subsection for approval, the Board— 

‘‘(i) shall make the development and ap-
proval of a revenue policy for peanut pro-
ducers a priority so that a revenue policy is 
available to peanut producers in time for the 
2015 crop year; 

‘‘(ii) shall make the development and ap-
proval of a margin coverage policy for rice 
producers a priority so that a margin cov-
erage policy is available to rice producers in 
time for the 2015 crop year; and 

‘‘(iii) may approve a submission that is 
made pursuant to this subsection that 
would, beginning with the 2015 crop year, 
allow producers that purchase policies in ac-
cordance with subsection (e)(5)(A) to sepa-
rate enterprise units by risk rating for acre-
age of crops in counties.’’. 

(b) APPROVAL OF COSTS FOR RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT.—Section 522(b)(2) of the Fed-
eral Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1522(b)(2)) 
is amended by striking subparagraph (E) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(E) APPROVAL.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Board may approve 
up to 50 percent of the projected total re-
search and development costs to be paid in 
advance to an applicant, in accordance with 
the procedures developed by the Board for 
the making of the payments, if, after consid-
eration of the reviewer reports described in 
subparagraph (D) and such other information 
as the Board determines appropriate, the 
Board determines that— 

‘‘(I) the concept, in good faith, will likely 
result in a viable and marketable policy con-
sistent with section 508(h); 

‘‘(II) at the sole discretion of the Board, 
the concept, if developed into a policy and 
approved by the Board, would provide crop 
insurance coverage— 

‘‘(aa) in a significantly improved form; 
‘‘(bb) to a crop or region not traditionally 

served by the Federal crop insurance pro-
gram; or 

‘‘(cc) in a form that addresses a recognized 
flaw or problem in the program; 

‘‘(III) the applicant agrees to provide such 
reports as the Corporation determines are 
necessary to monitor the development effort; 

‘‘(IV) the proposed budget and timetable 
are reasonable, as determined by the Board; 
and 

‘‘(V) the concept proposal meets any other 
requirements that the Board determines ap-
propriate. 

‘‘(ii) WAIVER.—The Board may waive the 
50-percent limitation and, upon request of 
the submitter after the submitter has begun 
research and development activities, the 
Board may approve an additional 25 percent 
advance payment to the submitter for re-
search and development costs, if, at the sole 
discretion of the Board, the Board deter-
mines that— 

‘‘(I) the intended policy or plan of insur-
ance developed by the submitter will provide 
coverage for a region or crop that is under-
served by the Federal crop insurance pro-
gram, including specialty crops; and 

‘‘(II) the submitter is making satisfactory 
progress towards developing a viable and 
marketable policy or plan of insurance con-
sistent with section 508(h).’’. 
SEC. 11011. CONSULTATION. 

Section 508(h)(4) of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(h)(4)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(E) CONSULTATION.— 
‘‘(i) REQUIREMENT.—As part of the feasi-

bility and research associated with the de-
velopment of a policy or other material for 
fruits and vegetables, tree nuts, dried fruits, 
and horticulture and nursery crops (includ-
ing floriculture), the submitter prior to mak-
ing a submission under this subsection shall 
consult with groups representing producers 
of those agricultural commodities in all 
major producing areas for the commodities 
to be served or potentially impacted, either 
directly or indirectly. 

‘‘(ii) SUBMISSION TO THE BOARD.—Any sub-
mission made to the Board under this sub-
section shall contain a summary and anal-
ysis of the feasibility and research findings 
from the impacted groups described in clause 
(i), including a summary assessment of the 
support for or against development of the 
policy and an assessment on the impact of 
the proposed policy to the general marketing 
and production of the crop from both a re-
gional and national perspective. 

‘‘(iii) EVALUATION BY THE BOARD.—In evalu-
ating whether the interests of producers are 
adequately protected pursuant to paragraph 
(3) with respect to a submission made under 
this subsection, the Board shall review the 
information provided pursuant to clause (ii) 
to determine if the submission will create 
adverse market distortions with respect to 
the production of commodities that are the 
subject of the submission.’’. 
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SEC. 11012. BUDGET LIMITATIONS ON RENEGOTI-

ATION OF THE STANDARD REINSUR-
ANCE AGREEMENT. 

Section 508(k)(8) of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(k)(8)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(F) BUDGET.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Board shall ensure 

that any Standard Reinsurance Agreement 
negotiated under subparagraph (A)(ii) shall— 

‘‘(I) to the maximum extent practicable, be 
estimated as budget neutral with respect to 
the total amount of payments described in 
paragraph (9) as compared to the total 
amount of such payments estimated to be 
made under the immediately preceding 
Standard Reinsurance Agreement if that 
Agreement were extended over the same pe-
riod of time; 

‘‘(II) comply with the applicable provisions 
of this Act establishing the rates of reim-
bursement for administrative and operating 
costs for approved insurance providers and 
agents, except that, to the maximum extent 
practicable, the estimated total amount of 
reimbursement for those costs shall not be 
less than the total amount of the payments 
to be made under the immediately preceding 
Standard Reinsurance Agreement if that 
Agreement were extended over the same pe-
riod of time, as estimated on the date of en-
actment of the Agricultural Act of 2014; and 

‘‘(III) in no event significantly depart from 
budget neutrality unless otherwise required 
by this Act. 

‘‘(ii) USE OF SAVINGS.—To the extent that 
any budget savings are realized in the re-
negotiation of a Standard Reinsurance 
Agreement under subparagraph (A)(ii), and 
the savings are determined not to be a sig-
nificant departure from budget neutrality 
under clause (i), the savings shall be used to 
increase reimbursements or payments de-
scribed under paragraphs (4) and (9).’’. 
SEC. 11013. TEST WEIGHT FOR CORN. 

Section 508(m) of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(m)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(6) TEST WEIGHT FOR CORN.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall 

establish procedures to allow insured pro-
ducers not more than 120 days to settle 
claims, in accordance with procedures estab-
lished by the Secretary, involving corn that 
is determined to have low test weight. 

‘‘(B) IMPLEMENTATION.—As soon as prac-
ticable after the date of enactment of this 
paragraph, the Corporation shall implement 
subparagraph (A) on a regional basis based 
on market conditions and the interests of 
producers. 

‘‘(C) TERMINATION OF EFFECTIVENESS.—The 
authority provided by this paragraph termi-
nates effective on the date that is 5 years 
after the date on which subparagraph (A) is 
implemented.’’. 
SEC. 11014. CROP PRODUCTION ON NATIVE SOD. 

(a) FEDERAL CROP INSURANCE.—Section 
508(o) of the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 
U.S.C. 1508(o)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)(B), by inserting ‘‘, or 
the producer cannot substantiate that the 
ground has ever been tilled,’’ after ‘‘tilled’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘INELIGIBILITY FOR’’ and inserting ‘‘REDUC-
TION IN’’; 

(B) by striking subparagraph (A) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—During the first 4 crop 
years of planting, as determined by the Sec-
retary, native sod acreage that has been 
tilled for the production of an annual crop 
after the date of enactment of the Agricul-
tural Act of 2014 shall be subject to a reduc-
tion in benefits under this subtitle as de-
scribed in this paragraph.’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) ADMINISTRATION.— 
‘‘(i) REDUCTION.—For purposes of the reduc-

tion in benefits for the acreage described in 
subparagraph (A)— 

‘‘(I) the crop insurance guarantee shall be 
determined by using a yield equal to 65 per-
cent of the transitional yield of the pro-
ducer; and 

‘‘(II) the crop insurance premium subsidy 
provided for the producer under this subtitle, 
except for coverage authorized pursuant to 
subsection (b)(1), shall be 50 percentage 
points less than the premium subsidy that 
would otherwise apply. 

‘‘(ii) YIELD SUBSTITUTION.—During the pe-
riod native sod acreage is covered by this 
subsection, a producer may not substitute 
yields for the native sod.’’; 

(3) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(3) APPLICATION.—This subsection shall 
only apply to native sod acreage in the 
States of Minnesota, Iowa, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Montana, and Nebraska.’’. 

(b) NONINSURED CROP DISASTER ASSIST-
ANCE.—Section 196(a)(4) of the Federal Agri-
culture Improvement and Reform Act of 1996 
(7 U.S.C. 7333(a)(4)) is amended— 

(1) in the paragraph heading, by striking 
‘‘INELIGIBILITY’’ and inserting ‘‘REDUCTION IN 
BENEFITS’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (A)(ii), by inserting ‘‘, 
or the producer cannot substantiate that the 
ground has ever been tilled,’’ after ‘‘tilled’’; 

(3) in subparagraph (B)— 
(A) in the subparagraph heading, by strik-

ing ‘‘INELIGIBILITY FOR’’ and inserting ‘‘RE-
DUCTION IN’’; 

(B) by striking clause (i) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—During the first 4 crop 
years of planting, as determined by the Sec-
retary, native sod acreage that has been 
tilled for the production of an annual crop 
after the date of enactment of the Agricul-
tural Act of 2014 shall be subject to a reduc-
tion in benefits under this section as de-
scribed in this subparagraph.’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(iii) REDUCTION.—For purposes of the re-

duction in benefits for the acreage described 
in clause (i)— 

‘‘(I) the approved yield shall be determined 
by using a yield equal to 65 percent of the 
transitional yield of the producer; and 

‘‘(II) the service fees or premiums for crops 
planted on native sod shall be equal to 200 
percent of the amount determined in sub-
sections (l)(2) or (k), as applicable, but in no 
case shall exceed the amount determined in 
subsection (l)(2)(B)(ii).’’; and 

(4) by striking subparagraph (C) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(C) APPLICATION.—This paragraph shall 
only apply to native sod acreage in the 
States of Minnesota, Iowa, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Montana, and Nebraska.’’. 

(c) CROPLAND REPORT.— 
(1) BASELINE.—Not later than 180 days after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on Ag-
riculture of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
that describes the cropland acreage in each 
applicable county and State, and the change 
in cropland acreage from the preceding year 
in each applicable county and State, begin-
ning with calendar year 2000 and including 
that information for the most recent year 
for which that information is available. 

(2) ANNUAL UPDATES.—Not later than Janu-
ary 1, 2015, and each January 1 thereafter 
through January 1, 2018, the Secretary shall 
submit to the Committee on Agriculture of 
the House of Representatives and the Com-

mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry of the Senate a report that describes— 

(A) the cropland acreage in each applicable 
county and State as of the date of submis-
sion of the report; and 

(B) the change in cropland acreage from 
the preceding year in each applicable county 
and State. 

SEC. 11015. COVERAGE LEVELS BY PRACTICE. 

Section 508 of the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1508) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(p) COVERAGE LEVELS BY PRACTICE.—Be-
ginning with the 2015 crop year, a producer 
that produces an agricultural commodity on 
both dry land and irrigated land may elect a 
different coverage level for each production 
practice.’’. 

SEC. 11016. BEGINNING FARMER AND RANCHER 
PROVISIONS. 

(a) DEFINITION.—Section 502(b) of the Fed-
eral Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1502(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) through 
(9) as paragraphs (4) through (10), respec-
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) BEGINNING FARMER OR RANCHER.—The 
term ‘beginning farmer or rancher’ means a 
farmer or rancher who has not actively oper-
ated and managed a farm or ranch with a 
bona fide insurable interest in a crop or live-
stock as an owner-operator, landlord, tenant, 
or sharecropper for more than 5 crop years, 
as determined by the Secretary.’’. 

(b) PREMIUM ADJUSTMENTS.—Section 508 of 
the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 
1508) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(5)(E), by inserting 
‘‘and beginning farmers or ranchers’’ after 
‘‘limited resource farmers’’; 

(2) in subsection (e), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(8) PREMIUM FOR BEGINNING FARMERS OR 
RANCHERS.—Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this subsection regarding payment 
of a portion of premiums, a beginning farmer 
or rancher shall receive premium assistance 
that is 10 percentage points greater than pre-
mium assistance that would otherwise be 
available under paragraphs (2) (except for 
subparagraph (A) of that paragraph), (5), (6), 
and (7) for the applicable policy, plan of in-
surance, and coverage level selected by the 
beginning farmer or rancher.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (g)— 
(A) in paragraph (2)(B)— 
(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 

end; 
(ii) in clause (ii)(III), by striking the period 

at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 
(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(iii) if the producer is a beginning farmer 

or rancher who was previously involved in a 
farming or ranching operation, including in-
volvement in the decisionmaking or physical 
involvement in the production of the crop or 
livestock on the farm, for any acreage ob-
tained by the beginning farmer or rancher, a 
yield that is the higher of— 

‘‘(I) the actual production history of the 
previous producer of the crop or livestock on 
the acreage determined under subparagraph 
(A); or 

‘‘(II) a yield of the producer, as determined 
in clause (i).’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (4)(B)(ii)— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘(I)’’ after ‘‘(ii)’’; 
(ii) by striking the period at the end and 

inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 
(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(II) in the case of beginning farmers or 

ranchers, replace each excluded yield with a 
yield equal to 80 percent of the applicable 
transitional yield.’’. 
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SEC. 11017. STACKED INCOME PROTECTION PLAN 

FOR PRODUCERS OF UPLAND COT-
TON. 

(a) AVAILABILITY OF STACKED INCOME PRO-
TECTION PLAN FOR PRODUCERS OF UPLAND 
COTTON.—The Federal Crop Insurance Act is 
amended by inserting after section 508A (7 
U.S.C. 1508a) the following: 
‘‘SEC. 508B. STACKED INCOME PROTECTION PLAN 

FOR PRODUCERS OF UPLAND COT-
TON. 

‘‘(a) AVAILABILITY.—Beginning not later 
than the 2015 crop of upland cotton, the Cor-
poration shall make available to producers 
of upland cotton an additional policy (to be 
known as the ‘Stacked Income Protection 
Plan’), which shall provide coverage con-
sistent with the Group Risk Income Protec-
tion Plan (and the associated Harvest Rev-
enue Option Endorsement) offered by the 
Corporation for the 2011 crop year. 

‘‘(b) REQUIRED TERMS.—The Corporation 
may modify the Stacked Income Protection 
Plan on a program-wide basis, except that 
the Stacked Income Protection Plan shall 
comply with the following requirements: 

‘‘(1) Provide coverage for revenue loss of 
not less than 10 percent and not more than 30 
percent of expected county revenue, specified 
in increments of 5 percent. The deductible 
shall be the minimum percent of revenue 
loss at which indemnities are triggered 
under the plan, not to be less than 10 percent 
of the expected county revenue. 

‘‘(2) Be offered to producers of upland cot-
ton in all counties with upland cotton pro-
duction— 

‘‘(A) at a county-wide level to the fullest 
extent practicable; or 

‘‘(B) in counties that lack sufficient data, 
on the basis of such larger geographical area 
as the Corporation determines to provide 
sufficient data for purposes of providing the 
coverage. 

‘‘(3) Be purchased in addition to any other 
individual or area coverage in effect on the 
producer’s acreage or as a stand-alone pol-
icy, except that if a producer has an indi-
vidual or area coverage for the same acreage, 
the maximum coverage available under the 
Stacked Income Protection Plan shall not 
exceed the deductible for the individual or 
area coverage. 

‘‘(4) Establish coverage based on— 
‘‘(A) the expected price established under 

existing Group Risk Income Protection or 
area wide policy offered by the Corporation 
for the applicable county (or area) and crop 
year; and 

‘‘(B) an expected county yield that is the 
higher of— 

‘‘(i) the expected county yield established 
for the existing area-wide plans offered by 
the Corporation for the applicable county (or 
area) and crop year (or, in geographic areas 
where area-wide plans are not offered, an ex-
pected yield determined in a manner con-
sistent with those of area-wide plans); or 

‘‘(ii) the average of the applicable yield 
data for the county (or area) for the most re-
cent 5 years, excluding the highest and low-
est observations, from the Risk Management 
Agency or the National Agricultural Statis-
tics Service (or both) or, if sufficient county 
data is not available, such other data consid-
ered appropriate by the Secretary. 

‘‘(5) Use a multiplier factor to establish 
maximum protection per acre (referred to as 
a ‘protection factor’) of not less than the 
higher of the level established on a program 
wide basis or 120 percent. 

‘‘(6) Pay an indemnity based on the 
amount that the expected county revenue 
exceeds the actual county revenue, as ap-
plied to the individual coverage of the pro-
ducer. Indemnities under the Stacked In-
come Protection Plan shall not include or 
overlap the amount of the deductible se-
lected under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(7) In all counties for which data are 
available, establish separate coverage levels 
for irrigated and nonirrigated practices. 

‘‘(c) PREMIUM.—Notwithstanding section 
508(d), the premium for the Stacked Income 
Protection Plan shall— 

‘‘(1) be sufficient to cover anticipated 
losses and a reasonable reserve; and 

‘‘(2) include an amount for operating and 
administrative expenses established in ac-
cordance with section 508(k)(4)(F). 

‘‘(d) PAYMENT OF PORTION OF PREMIUM BY 
CORPORATION.—Subject to section 508(e)(4), 
the amount of premium paid by the Corpora-
tion for all qualifying coverage levels of the 
Stacked Income Protection Plan shall be— 

‘‘(1) 80 percent of the amount of the pre-
mium established under subsection (c) for 
the coverage level selected; and 

‘‘(2) the amount determined under sub-
section (c)(2), subject to section 508(k)(4)(F), 
for the coverage to cover administrative and 
operating expenses. 

‘‘(e) RELATION TO OTHER COVERAGES.—The 
Stacked Income Protection Plan is in addi-
tion to all other coverages available to pro-
ducers of upland cotton.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
508(k)(4)(F) of the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(k)(4)(F)) is amended by in-
serting ‘‘or authorized under subsection 
(c)(4)(C) or section 508B’’ after ‘‘of this sub-
paragraph’’. 
SEC. 11018. PEANUT REVENUE CROP INSURANCE. 

The Federal Crop Insurance Act is amend-
ed by inserting after section 508B (as added 
by section 11017), the following: 
‘‘SEC. 508C. PEANUT REVENUE CROP INSURANCE. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Effective beginning with 
the 2015 crop year, the Risk Management 
Agency and the Corporation shall make 
available to producers of peanuts a revenue 
crop insurance program for peanuts. 

‘‘(b) EFFECTIVE PRICE.—Subject to sub-
section (c), for purposes of the revenue crop 
insurance program and the multiperil crop 
insurance program under this Act, the effec-
tive price for peanuts shall be equal to the 
Rotterdam price index for peanuts or other 
appropriate price as determined by the Sec-
retary, as adjusted to reflect the farmer 
stock price of peanuts in the United States. 

‘‘(c) ADJUSTMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The effective price for 

peanuts established under subsection (b) may 
be adjusted by the Risk Management Agency 
and the Corporation to correct distortions. 

‘‘(2) ADMINISTRATION.—If an adjustment is 
made under paragraph (1), the Risk Manage-
ment Agency and the Corporation shall— 

‘‘(A) make the adjustment in an open and 
transparent manner; and 

‘‘(B) submit to the Committee on Agri-
culture of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry of the Senate a report that de-
scribes the reasons for the adjustment.’’. 
SEC. 11019. AUTHORITY TO CORRECT ERRORS. 

Section 515(c) of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1515(c)) is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘The 
Secretary’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary’’; 
(2) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘Be-

ginning with’’ and inserting the following: 
‘‘(2) FREQUENCY.—Beginning with’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) CORRECTIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the cor-

rections permitted by the Corporation as of 
the day before the date of enactment of the 
Agricultural Act of 2014, the Corporation 
shall establish procedures that allow an 
agent or an approved insurance provider, 
subject to subparagraph (B)— 

‘‘(i) within a reasonable amount of time 
following the applicable sales closing date, 

to correct errors in information that is pro-
vided by a producer for the purpose of ob-
taining coverage under any policy or plan of 
insurance made available under this subtitle 
to ensure that the eligibility information is 
correct and consistent with information re-
ported by the producer for other programs 
administered by the Secretary; 

‘‘(ii) within a reasonable amount of time 
following— 

‘‘(I) the acreage reporting date, to rec-
oncile errors in the information reported by 
the producer with correct information deter-
mined from any other program administered 
by the Secretary; or 

‘‘(II) the date of any subsequent correction 
of data by the Farm Service Agency made as 
a result of the verification of information, to 
make conforming corrections; and 

‘‘(iii) at any time, to correct electronic 
transmission errors that were made by an 
agent or approved insurance provider, or 
such errors made by the Farm Service Agen-
cy or any other agency of the Department of 
Agriculture in transmitting the information 
provided by the producer for purposes of 
other programs of the Department to the ex-
tent an agent or approved insurance provider 
relied upon the erroneous information for 
crop insurance purposes. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—In accordance with the 
procedures of the Corporation, correction to 
the information described in clauses (i) and 
(ii) of subparagraph (A) may only be made if 
the corrections do not allow the producer— 

‘‘(i) to avoid ineligibility requirements for 
insurance or obtain a disproportionate ben-
efit under the crop insurance program or any 
related program administered by the Sec-
retary; 

‘‘(ii) to obtain, enhance, or increase an in-
surance guarantee or indemnity if a cause of 
loss exists or has occurred before any correc-
tion has been made, or avoid premium owed 
if no loss is likely to occur; or 

‘‘(iii) to avoid an obligation or requirement 
under any Federal or State law. 

‘‘(C) EXCEPTION TO LATE FILING SANC-
TIONS.—Any corrections made within a rea-
sonable amount of time, in accordance with 
established procedures, pursuant to this 
paragraph shall not be subject to any late 
filing sanctions authorized in the reinsur-
ance agreement with the Corporation. 

‘‘(D) LATE PAYMENT OF DEBT.—In the case 
of a producer that has inadvertently failed to 
pay a debt due as specified by regulations of 
the Corporation and has been determined to 
be ineligible for crop insurance pursuant to 
the terms of the policy as a result of that 
failure, the Corporation may determine to 
allow the producer to pay the debt and pur-
chase the crop insurance after the sales clos-
ing date, in accordance with procedures and 
limitations established by the Corporation.’’. 
SEC. 11020. IMPLEMENTATION. 

Section 515 of the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1515) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (j), by striking paragraph 
(1) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) SYSTEMS MAINTENANCE AND UP-
GRADES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
maintain and upgrade the information man-
agement systems of the Corporation used in 
the administration and enforcement of this 
subtitle. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENT.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In maintaining and up-

grading the systems, the Secretary shall en-
sure that new hardware and software are 
compatible with the hardware and software 
used by other agencies of the Department to 
maximize data sharing and promote the pur-
poses of this section. 

‘‘(ii) ACREAGE REPORT STREAMLINING INITIA-
TIVE PROJECT.—As soon as practicable, the 
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Secretary shall develop and implement an 
acreage report streamlining initiative 
project to allow producers to report acreage 
and other information directly to the De-
partment.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (k), by striking paragraph 
(1) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of sub-

section (j)(1), the Corporation may use, from 
amounts made available from the insurance 
fund established under section 516(c), not 
more than— 

‘‘(i)(I) for fiscal year 2014, $14,000,000; and 
‘‘(II) for each of fiscal years 2015 through 

2018, $9,000,000; or 
‘‘(ii) if the Acreage Crop Reporting 

Streamlining Initiative (ACRSI) project is 
substantially completed by September 30, 
2015, not more than $14,000,000 for each of the 
fiscal years 2015 through 2018. 

‘‘(B) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall 
notify the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of 
the Senate of the substantial completion of 
the Acreage Crop Reporting Streamlining 
Initiative (ACRSI) project not later than 
July 1, 2015.’’. 
SEC. 11021. CROP INSURANCE FRAUD. 

Section 516(b)(2) of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1516(b)(2)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(C) REVIEWS, COMPLIANCE, AND INTEG-
RITY.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—For each of the 2014 and 
subsequent reinsurance years, the Corpora-
tion may use the insurance fund established 
under subsection (c), but not to exceed 
$9,000,000 for each fiscal year, to pay costs— 

‘‘(I) to reimburse expenses incurred for the 
operations and review of policies, plans of in-
surance, and related materials (including ac-
tuarial and related information); and 

‘‘(II) to assist the Corporation in maintain-
ing program actuarial soundness and finan-
cial integrity. 

‘‘(ii) SECRETARIAL ACTION.—For the pur-
poses described in clause (i), the Secretary 
may, without further appropriation— 

‘‘(I) merge some or all of the funds made 
available under this subparagraph into the 
accounts of the Risk Management Agency; 
and 

‘‘(II) obligate those funds. 
‘‘(iii) MAINTENANCE OF FUNDING.—Funds 

made available under this subparagraph 
shall be in addition to other funds made 
available for costs incurred by the Corpora-
tion or the Risk Management Agency.’’. 
SEC. 11022. RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PRI-

ORITIES. 
(a) AUTHORITY TO CONDUCT RESEARCH AND 

DEVELOPMENT, PRIORITIES.—Section 522(c) of 
the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 
1522(c)) is amended— 

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking 
‘‘CONTRACTING’’; 

(2) in paragraph (1), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘may 
enter into contracts to carry out research 
and development to’’ and inserting ‘‘may 
conduct activities or enter into contracts to 
carry out research and development to main-
tain or improve existing policies or develop 
new policies to’’; 

(3) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘con-

duct research and development or’’ after 
‘‘The Corporation may’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘con-
ducting research and development or’’ after 
‘‘Before’’; 

(4) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘after ex-
pert review in accordance with section 
505(e)’’ after ‘‘approved by the Board’’; 

(5) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘a pasture, 
range, and forage program’’ and inserting 

‘‘policies that increase participation by pro-
ducers of underserved agricultural commod-
ities, including sweet sorghum, biomass sor-
ghum, rice, peanuts, sugarcane, alfalfa, 
pennycress, dedicated energy crops, and spe-
cialty crops’’; 

(6) by redesignating paragraph (17) as para-
graph (25); and 

(7) by inserting after paragraph (16), the 
following: 

‘‘(17) MARGIN COVERAGE FOR CATFISH.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall 

offer to enter into a contract with a qualified 
entity to conduct research and development 
regarding a policy to insure producers 
against reduction in the margin between the 
market value of catfish and selected costs 
incurred in the production of catfish. 

‘‘(B) ELIGIBILITY.—Eligibility for the policy 
described in subparagraph (A) shall be lim-
ited to freshwater species of catfish that are 
propagated and reared in controlled or se-
lected environments. 

‘‘(C) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Board shall re-
view the policy described in subparagraph 
(B) under section 508(h) and approve the pol-
icy if the Board finds that the policy— 

‘‘(i) will likely result in a viable and mar-
ketable policy consistent with this sub-
section; 

‘‘(ii) would provide crop insurance cov-
erage in a significantly improved form; 

‘‘(iii) adequately protects the interests of 
producers; and 

‘‘(iv) meets other requirements of this sub-
title determined appropriate by the Board. 

‘‘(18) BIOMASS AND SWEET SORGHUM ENERGY 
CROP INSURANCE POLICIES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall 
offer to enter into 1 or more contracts with 
qualified entities to carry out research and 
development regarding— 

‘‘(i) a policy to insure biomass sorghum 
that is grown expressly for the purpose of 
producing a feedstock for renewable biofuel, 
renewable electricity, or biobased products; 
and 

‘‘(ii) a policy to insure sweet sorghum that 
is grown for a purpose described in clause (i). 

‘‘(B) RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.—Re-
search and development with respect to each 
of the policies required in subparagraph (A) 
shall evaluate the effectiveness of risk man-
agement tools for the production of biomass 
sorghum or sweet sorghum, including poli-
cies and plans of insurance that— 

‘‘(i) are based on market prices and yields; 
‘‘(ii) to the extent that insufficient data 

exist to develop a policy based on market 
prices and yields, evaluate the policies and 
plans of insurance based on the use of weath-
er indices, including excessive or inadequate 
rainfall, to protect the interest of crop pro-
ducers; and 

‘‘(iii) provide protection for production or 
revenue losses, or both. 

‘‘(19) STUDY ON SWINE CATASTROPHIC DIS-
EASE PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall 
contract with 1 or more qualified entities to 
conduct a study to determine the feasibility 
of insuring swine producers for a cata-
strophic event. 

‘‘(B) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of the enactment of this paragraph, 
the Corporation shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen-
ate a report that describes the results of the 
study conducted under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(20) WHOLE FARM DIVERSIFIED RISK MAN-
AGEMENT INSURANCE PLAN.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Unless the Corporation 
approves a whole farm insurance plan, simi-
lar to the plan described in this paragraph, 
to be available to producers for the 2016 rein-
surance year, the Corporation shall conduct 

activities or enter into contracts to carry 
out research and development to develop a 
whole farm risk management insurance plan, 
with a liability limitation of $1,500,000, that 
allows a diversified crop or livestock pro-
ducer the option to qualify for an indemnity 
if actual gross farm revenue is below 85 per-
cent of the average gross farm revenue or the 
expected gross farm revenue that can reason-
ably be expected of the producer, as deter-
mined by the Corporation. 

‘‘(B) ELIGIBLE PRODUCERS.—The Corpora-
tion shall permit producers (including di-
rect-to-consumer marketers and producers 
servicing local and regional and farm iden-
tity-preserved markets) who produce mul-
tiple agricultural commodities, including 
specialty crops, industrial crops, livestock, 
and aquaculture products, to participate in 
the plan developed under subparagraph (A) in 
lieu of any other plan under this subtitle. 

‘‘(C) DIVERSIFICATION.—The Corporation 
may provide diversification-based additional 
coverage payment rates, premium discounts, 
or other enhanced benefits in recognition of 
the risk management benefits of crop and 
livestock diversification strategies for pro-
ducers that— 

‘‘(i) grow multiple crops; or 
‘‘(ii) may have income from the production 

of livestock that uses a crop grown on the 
farm. 

‘‘(D) MARKET READINESS.—The Corporation 
may include coverage for the value of any 
packing, packaging, or any other similar on- 
farm activity the Corporation determines to 
be the minimum required in order to remove 
the commodity from the field. 

‘‘(21) STUDY ON POULTRY CATASTROPHIC DIS-
EASE PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall 
contract with a qualified person to conduct a 
study to determine the feasibility of insuring 
poultry producers for a catastrophic event. 

‘‘(B) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of the enactment of this paragraph, 
the Corporation shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen-
ate a report that describes the results of the 
study conducted under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(22) POULTRY BUSINESS INTERRUPTION IN-
SURANCE POLICY.— 

‘‘(A) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph, the 
terms ‘poultry’ and ‘poultry grower’ have the 
meanings given those terms in section 2(a) of 
the Packers and Stockyards Act, 1921 (7 
U.S.C. 182(a)). 

‘‘(B) AUTHORITY.—The Corporation shall 
offer to enter into a contract or cooperative 
agreement with an institution of higher edu-
cation or other legal entity to carry out re-
search and development regarding a policy 
to insure the commercial production of poul-
try against business interruptions caused by 
integrator bankruptcy. 

‘‘(C) RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.—As part 
of the research and development conducted 
pursuant to a contract or cooperative agree-
ment entered into under subparagraph (B), 
the entity shall— 

‘‘(i) evaluate the market place for business 
interruption insurance that is available to 
poultry growers; 

‘‘(ii) determine what statutory authority 
would be necessary to implement a business 
interruption insurance through the Corpora-
tion; 

‘‘(iii) assess the feasibility of a policy or 
plan of insurance offered under this subtitle 
to insure against a portion of losses due to 
business interruption or to the bankruptcy 
of an business integrator; and 

‘‘(iv) analyze the costs to the Federal Gov-
ernment of a Federal business interruption 
insurance program for poultry growers or 
producers. 
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‘‘(D) DEADLINE FOR CONTRACT OR COOPERA-

TIVE AGREEMENT.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this para-
graph, the Corporation shall offer to enter 
into the contract or cooperative agreement 
required by subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(E) DEADLINE FOR COMPLETION OF RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.—Not later than 1 
year after the date of enactment of this 
paragraph, the Corporation shall submit to 
the Committee on Agriculture of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the 
Senate a report that describes the results of 
the research and development conducted pur-
suant to the contract or cooperative agree-
ment entered into under subparagraph (B).] 

‘‘(23) STUDY OF FOOD SAFETY INSURANCE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall 

offer to enter into a contract with 1 or more 
qualified entities to conduct a study to de-
termine whether offering policies that pro-
vide coverage for specialty crops from food 
safety and contamination issues would ben-
efit agricultural producers. 

‘‘(B) SUBJECT.—The study described in sub-
paragraph (A) shall evaluate policies and 
plans of insurance coverage that provide pro-
tection for production or revenue impacted 
by food safety concerns including, at a min-
imum, government, retail, or national con-
sumer group announcements of a health ad-
visory, removal, or recall related to a con-
tamination concern. 

‘‘(C) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this paragraph, the 
Corporation shall submit to the Committee 
on Agriculture of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
that describes the results of the study con-
ducted under subparagraph (A).’’. 

‘‘(24) ALFALFA CROP INSURANCE POLICY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall 

offer to enter into 1 or more contracts with 
qualified entities to carry out research and 
development regarding a policy to insure al-
falfa. 

‘‘(B) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this paragraph, the 
Corporation shall submit to the Committee 
on Agriculture of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry of the Senate a report 
that describes the results of the study con-
ducted under subparagraph (A).’’. 

(b) FUNDING.—Section 522(e) of the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1522(e)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A)— 
(i) in the subparagraph heading, by strik-

ing ‘‘AUTHORITY.—’’ and inserting ‘‘CON-
DUCTING AND CONTRACTING FOR RESEARCH AND 
DEVELOPMENT.—’’; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘conduct research and de-
velopment and’’ after ‘‘the Corporation may 
use to’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘con-
duct research and development and’’ after 
‘‘for the fiscal year to’’; 

(2) in paragraph (3), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘to pro-
vide either reimbursement payments or con-
tract payments’’; and 

(3) by striking paragraph (4). 
SEC. 11023. CROP INSURANCE FOR ORGANIC 

CROPS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 508(c)(6) of the 

Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 
1508(c)(6)) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(D) ORGANIC CROPS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—As soon as possible, but 

not later than the 2015 reinsurance year, the 
Corporation shall offer producers of organic 
crops price elections for all organic crops 
produced in compliance with standards 

issued by the Department of Agriculture 
under the national organic program estab-
lished under the Organic Foods Production 
Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 6501 et seq.) that reflect 
the actual retail or wholesale prices, as ap-
propriate, received by producers for organic 
crops, as determined by the Secretary using 
all relevant sources of information. 

‘‘(ii) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Corporation 
shall submit to the Committee on Agri-
culture of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry of the Senate an annual report 
on progress made in developing and improv-
ing Federal crop insurance for organic crops, 
including— 

‘‘(I) the numbers and varieties of organic 
crops insured; 

‘‘(II) the progress of implementing the 
price elections required under this subpara-
graph, including the rate at which additional 
price elections are adopted for organic crops; 

‘‘(III) the development of new insurance 
approaches relevant to organic producers; 
and 

‘‘(IV) any recommendations the Corpora-
tion considers appropriate to improve Fed-
eral crop insurance coverage for organic 
crops.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
522(c) of the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 
U.S.C. 1522(c)) (as amended by section 11022) 
is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (10); and 
(2) by redesignating paragraphs (11) 

through (25) as paragraphs (10) through (24), 
respectively. 
SEC. 11024. PROGRAM COMPLIANCE PARTNER-

SHIPS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 522(d) of the Fed-

eral Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1522(d)) is 
amended by striking paragraph (1) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(1) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this sub-
section is to authorize the Corporation to 
enter into partnerships with public and pri-
vate entities for the purpose of either— 

‘‘(A) increasing the availability of loss 
mitigation, financial, and other risk man-
agement tools for producers, with a priority 
given to risk management tools for pro-
ducers of agricultural commodities covered 
by section 196 of the Agricultural Market 
Transition Act (7 U.S.C. 7333), specialty 
crops, and underserved agricultural commod-
ities; or 

‘‘(B) improving analysis tools and tech-
nology regarding compliance or identifying 
and using innovative compliance strate-
gies.’’. 

(b) OBJECTIVES.—Section 522(d)(3) of the 
Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 
1522(d)(3)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (F), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(2) by redesignating subparagraph (G) as 
subparagraph (H); and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (F) the 
following: 

‘‘(G) to improve analysis tools and tech-
nology regarding compliance or identifying 
and using innovative compliance strategies; 
and’’. 
SEC. 11025. PILOT PROGRAMS. 

Section 523(a) of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1523(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, at the 
sole discretion of the Corporation,’’ after 
‘‘may’’; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (5). 
SEC. 11026. INDEX-BASED WEATHER INSURANCE 

PILOT PROGRAM. 
Section 523 of the Federal Crop Insurance 

Act (7 U.S.C. 1523) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(i) UNDERSERVED CROPS AND REGIONS 
PILOT PROGRAMS.— 

‘‘(1) DEFINITION OF LIVESTOCK COMMODITY.— 
In this subsection, the term ‘livestock com-
modity’ includes cattle, sheep, swine, goats, 
and poultry, including pasture, rangeland, 
and forage as a source of feed for that live-
stock. 

‘‘(2) AUTHORIZATION.—Notwithstanding 
subsection (a)(2), the Corporation may con-
duct 2 or more pilot programs to provide pro-
ducers of underserved specialty crops and 
livestock commodities with index-based 
weather insurance, subject to the require-
ments of this section. 

‘‘(3) REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF SUBMIS-
SIONS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Board shall approve 
2 or more proposed policies or plans of insur-
ance from approved insurance providers if 
the Board determines that the policies or 
plans provide coverage as specified in para-
graph (2), and meet the conditions described 
in this paragraph 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENTS.—To be eligible for ap-
proval under this subsection, the approved 
insurance provider shall have— 

‘‘(i) adequate experience underwriting and 
administering policies or plans of insurance 
that are comparable to the proposed policy 
or plan of insurance; 

‘‘(ii) sufficient assets or reinsurance to sat-
isfy the underwriting obligations of the ap-
proved insurance provider, and possess a suf-
ficient insurance credit rating from an ap-
propriate credit rating bureau, in accordance 
with Board procedures; and 

‘‘(iii) applicable authority and approval 
from each State in which the approved insur-
ance provider intends to sell the insurance 
product. 

‘‘(C) REVIEW REQUIREMENTS.—In reviewing 
applications under this subsection, the Board 
shall conduct the review in a manner con-
sistent with the standards, rules, and proce-
dures for policies or plans of insurance sub-
mitted under section 508(h) and the actuarial 
soundness requirements applied to other 
policies and plans of insurance made avail-
able under this subtitle. 

‘‘(D) PRIORITIZATION.—The Board shall 
prioritize applications that provide a new 
kind of coverage for specialty crops and live-
stock commodities that previously had no 
available crop insurance, or has dem-
onstrated a low level of participation under 
existing coverage. 

‘‘(4) PAYMENT OF PREMIUM SUPPORT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Corporation shall 

pay a portion of the premium for producers 
that purchase a policy or plan of insurance 
approved pursuant to this subsection. 

‘‘(B) AMOUNT.—The premium subsidy shall 
provide a similar dollar amount of premium 
subsidy per acre that the Corporation pays 
for comparable policies or plans of insurance 
reinsured under this subtitle, except that in 
no case shall the premium subsidy exceed 60 
percent of total premium, as determined by 
the Corporation. 

‘‘(C) CALCULATION.—The premium subsidy, 
as determined by the Corporation, shall be 
calculated as— 

‘‘(i) a percentage of premium; 
‘‘(ii) a percentage of expected loss deter-

mined pursuant to a reasonable actuarial 
methodology; or 

‘‘(iii) a fixed dollar amount per acre. 
‘‘(D) PAYMENT.—Subject to subparagraphs 

(B) and (C), the premium subsidy under this 
subsection shall be paid by the Corporation 
in the same manner and under the same 
terms and conditions as premium subsidy for 
other policies and plans of insurance. 

‘‘(E) OPERATING AND ADMINISTRATIVE EX-
PENSE PAYMENTS.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), op-
erating and administrative expense pay-
ments may be made for policies and plans of 
insurance approved under this subsection in 
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an amount that is commensurate with simi-
lar policies and plans of insurance reinsured 
under this subtitle, on the condition that the 
operating and administrative expenses are 
not included in premiums. 

‘‘(ii) LIMITATION.—Subject to subparagraph 
(F)(i), Federal reinsurance, research and de-
velopment costs, other reimbursements, or 
maintenance fees shall not be provided or 
collected for policies and plans of insurance 
approved under this subsection. 

‘‘(F) APPROVED INSURANCE PROVIDERS.— 
Any policy or plan of insurance approved 
under this subsection may be sold only by 
the approved insurance provider that sub-
mits the application and by any additional 
approved insurance provider that— 

‘‘(i) agrees to pay maintenance fees or 
other payments to the approved insurance 
provider that submitted the application in 
an amount agreed to by the applicant and 
the additional approved insurance provider, 
on the condition that the fees or payments 
shall be reasonable and appropriate to ensure 
that the policies or plans of insurance may 
be made available by additional approved in-
surance providers; and 

‘‘(ii) meets the eligibility criteria of para-
graph (3)(B), as determined by the Board. 

‘‘(G) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER PROVISIONS.— 
The requirements of this paragraph shall 
apply notwithstanding paragraph (6). 

‘‘(5) OVERSIGHT.—The Corporation shall de-
velop and publish procedures to administer 
policies or plans of insurance approved under 
this subsection that— 

‘‘(A) require each approved insurance pro-
vider to report sales, acreage and claim data, 
and any other data that the Corporation de-
termines to be appropriate, to allow the Cor-
poration to evaluate sales and performance 
of the product; and 

‘‘(B) contain such other requirements as 
the Corporation determines necessary to en-
sure that the products— 

‘‘(i) do not have a significant adverse im-
pact on the crop insurance delivery system; 

‘‘(ii) are in the best interests of producers; 
and 

‘‘(iii) do not result in a reduction of pro-
gram integrity. 

‘‘(6) CONFIDENTIALITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—All reports required 

under paragraph (5) and all other proprietary 
information and data generated or derived 
from applicants under this subsection shall 
be considered to be confidential commercial 
or financial information for the purposes of 
section 552(b)(4) of title 5, United States 
Code. 

‘‘(B) STANDARD.—If information concerning 
a proposal could be withheld by the Sec-
retary under the standard for privileged or 
confidential information pertaining to trade 
secrets and commercial or financial informa-
tion under section 552(b)(4) of title 5, United 
States Code, the information shall not be re-
leased to the public. 

‘‘(7) INELIGIBLE PURPOSES.—In no case shall 
a policy or plan of insurance made available 
under this subsection provide coverage sub-
stantially similar to privately available hail 
insurance. 

‘‘(8) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(A) LIMITATION ON EXPENDITURES.—Not-

withstanding any other provision in this sub-
section, of the funds of the Corporation, the 
Corporation shall use to carry out this sec-
tion not more than $12,500,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2015 through 2018, to remain avail-
able until expended. 

‘‘(B) RELATION TO OTHER PROGRAMS.—The 
amount of funds made available under this 
section shall be in addition to amounts made 
available under other provisions of this sub-
title, including amounts made available 
under subsection (b).’’. 

SEC. 11027. ENHANCING PRODUCER SELF-HELP 
THROUGH FARM FINANCIAL 
BENCHMARKING. 

(a) DEFINITION.—Section 502(b) of the Fed-
eral Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1502(b)) (as 
amended by section 11016(a)(1)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (7) through 
(10) as paragraphs (8) through (11), respec-
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(7) FARM FINANCIAL BENCHMARKING.—The 
term ‘farm financial benchmarking’ means— 

‘‘(A) the process of comparing the perform-
ance of an agricultural enterprise against 
the performance of other similar enterprises, 
through the use of comparable and reliable 
data, in order to identify business manage-
ment strengths, weaknesses, and steps nec-
essary to improve management performance 
and business profitability; and 

‘‘(B) benchmarking of the type conducted 
by farm management and producer associa-
tions consistent with the activities described 
in or funded pursuant to section 1672D of the 
Food, Agriculture, Conservation, and Trade 
Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 5925f).’’. 

(b) PARTNERSHIPS FOR RISK MANAGEMENT 
FOR PRODUCERS OF SPECIALTY CROPS AND UN-
DERSERVED AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES.— 
Section 522(d)(3)(F) of the Federal Crop In-
surance Act (7 U.S.C. 1522(d)(3)(F)) is amend-
ed by inserting ‘‘farm financial 
benchmarking,’’ after ‘‘management,’’. 

(c) CROP INSURANCE EDUCATION AND RISK 
MANAGEMENT ASSISTANCE.—Section 524(a) of 
the Federal Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 
1524(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3)(A), by inserting ‘‘farm 
financial benchmarking,’’ after ‘‘risk reduc-
tion,’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (4), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘(in-
cluding farm financial benchmarking)’’ after 
‘‘management strategies’’. 
SEC. 11028. TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS. 

(a) Section 508 of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking paragraph (7); and 
(B) by redesignating paragraphs (8) 

through (11) as paragraphs (7) through (10), 
respectively; 

(2) in subsection (e)(2), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘para-
graph (3)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraphs (3), (6), 
and (7)’’; and 

(3) in subsection (k)(8)(C), by striking 
‘‘subparagraph (A)(iii)’’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
paragraph (A)(ii)’’. 

(b) Section 522 of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act (7 U.S.C. 1522) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(4)(A), by striking 
‘‘paragraphs (1)’’ and inserting ‘‘paragraph 
(1)’’; and 

(2) in subsection (e)(1), by adding a period 
at the end. 

(c) Section 531(d)(3)(A) of the Federal Crop 
Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1531(d)(3)(A)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(A) ELIGIBLE LOSSES.—’’ 
and all that follows through ‘‘An eligible’’ in 
clause (i) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(A) ELIGIBLE LOSSES.—An eligible’’; 
(2) by striking clause (ii); and 
(3) by redesignating subclauses (I) and (II) 

as clauses (i) and (ii), respectively, and in-
denting appropriately. 

(d) Section 901(d)(3)(A) of the Trade Act of 
1974 (19 U.S.C. 2497(d)(3)(A)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(A) ELIGIBLE LOSSES.—’’ 
and all that follows through ‘‘An eligible’’ in 
clause (i) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(A) ELIGIBLE LOSSES.—An eligible’’; 
(2) by striking clause (ii); and 
(3) by redesignating subclauses (I) and (II) 

as clauses (i) and (ii), respectively, and in-
denting appropriately. 

TITLE XII—MISCELLANEOUS 
Subtitle A—Livestock 

SEC. 12101. TRICHINAE CERTIFICATION PRO-
GRAM. 

(a) ALTERNATIVE CERTIFICATION PROCESS.— 
The Secretary of Agriculture shall amend 
the rule made under paragraph (2) of section 
11010(a) of the Food, Conservation, and En-
ergy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8304(a)) to imple-
ment the voluntary trichinae certification 
program established under paragraph (1) of 
such section, to include a requirement to es-
tablish an alternative trichinae certification 
process based on surveillance or other meth-
ods consistent with international standards 
for categorizing compartments as having 
negligible risk for trichinae. 

(b) FINAL REGULATIONS.—Not later than 
one year after the date on which the inter-
national standards referred to in subsection 
(a) are adopted, the Secretary shall finalize 
the rule amended under such subsection. 

(c) REAUTHORIZATION.—Section 10405(d)(1) 
of the Animal Health Protection Act (7 
U.S.C. 8304(d)(1)) is amended in subpara-
graphs (A) and (B) by striking ‘‘2012’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 12102. SHEEP PRODUCTION AND MAR-

KETING GRANT PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle A of the Agricul-

tural Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1621 et 
seq.) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 209. SHEEP PRODUCTION AND MARKETING 

GRANT PROGRAM. 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of 

Agriculture, acting through the Adminis-
trator of the Agricultural Marketing Serv-
ice, shall establish a competitive grant pro-
gram for the purposes of strengthening and 
enhancing the production and marketing of 
sheep and sheep products in the United 
States, including through— 

‘‘(1) the improvement of— 
‘‘(A) infrastructure; 
‘‘(B) business; and 
‘‘(C) resource development; and 
‘‘(2) the development of innovative ap-

proaches to solve long-term needs. 
‘‘(b) ELIGIBILITY.—The Secretary shall 

make grants under this section to at least 
one national entity, the mission of which is 
consistent with the purpose of the grant pro-
gram. 

‘‘(c) FUNDING.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall use to carry out this section $1,500,000 
for fiscal year 2014, to remain available until 
expended.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 375 
of the Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop-
ment Act (7 U.S.C. 2008j) (as in existence on 
the day before the date of the enactment of 
this Act) is— 

(1) amended in subsection (e)— 
(A) in paragraph (3)(D), by striking ‘‘3 per-

cent’’ and inserting ‘‘10 percent’’; and 
(B) by striking paragraph (6); 
(2) redesignated as section 210 of the Agri-

cultural Marketing Act of 1946; and 
(3) moved so as to appear at the end of sub-

title A of that Act (as amended by sub-
section (a)). 
SEC. 12103. NATIONAL AQUATIC ANIMAL HEALTH 

PLAN. 
Section 11013(d) of the Food, Conservation, 

and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8322(d)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2012’’ and inserting 
‘‘2018’’. 
SEC. 12104. COUNTRY OF ORIGIN LABELING. 

(a) ECONOMIC ANALYSIS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Agriculture, acting through 
the Office of the Chief Economist, shall con-
duct an economic analysis of the final rule 
entitled ‘‘Mandatory Country of Origin La-
beling of Beef, Pork, Lamb, Chicken, Goat 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:39 Jan 28, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00106 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A27JA7.003 H27JAPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

3T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H1359 January 27, 2014 
Meat, Wild and Farm-raised Fish and Shell-
fish, Perishable Agricultural Commodities, 
Peanuts, Pecans, Ginseng and Macadamia 
Nuts’’ published by the Department of Agri-
culture on May 24, 2013 (78 Fed. Reg. 31367) 
that makes certain amendments to parts 60 
and 65 of title 7, Code of Federal Regulations. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The economic analysis de-
scribed in subsection (a) shall include, with 
respect to the labeling of beef, pork, and 
chicken, an analysis of the impact on con-
sumers, producers, and packers in the United 
States of— 

(A) the implementation of subtitle D of the 
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 
1638 et seq.); and 

(B) the final rule referred to in subsection 
(a). 

(b) APPLYING COUNTRY OF ORIGIN LABELING 
REQUIREMENTS TO VENISON.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF COVERED COMMODITY.— 
Section 281(2)(A) of the Agricultural Mar-
keting Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1638(2)(A)) is 
amended— 

(A) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘and pork’’ 
and inserting ‘‘pork, and venison’’; and 

(B) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘and ground 
pork’’ and inserting ‘‘ground pork, and 
ground venison’’. 

(2) NOTICE OF COUNTRY OF ORIGIN.—Section 
282(a)(2) of the Agricultural Marketing Act 
of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1638a(a)(2)) is amended— 

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘AND GOAT’’ 
and inserting ‘‘GOAT, AND VENISON’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘or goat’’ and inserting 
‘‘goat, or venison’’ each place it appears in 
subparagraphs (A), (B), (C), and (D); and 

(C) in subparagraph (E)— 
(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘AND GOAT’’ 

and inserting ‘‘GOAT, AND VENISON’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘or ground goat’’ each 

place it appears and inserting ‘‘ground goat, 
or ground venison’’. 
SEC. 12105. NATIONAL ANIMAL HEALTH LABORA-

TORY NETWORK. 
The Animal Health Protection Act is 

amended by inserting after section 10409 (7 
U.S.C. 8308) the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 10409A. NATIONAL ANIMAL HEALTH LAB-

ORATORY NETWORK. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE LABORATORY.— 

In this section, the term ‘eligible laboratory’ 
means a diagnostic laboratory that meets 
specific criteria developed by the Secretary, 
in consultation with State animal health of-
ficials, State veterinary diagnostic labora-
tories, and veterinary diagnostic labora-
tories at institutions of higher education (as 
defined in section 101 of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001)). 

‘‘(b) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with State veterinarians, shall 
offer to enter into contracts, grants, cooper-
ative agreements, or other legal instruments 
with eligible laboratories for any of the fol-
lowing purposes: 

‘‘(1) To enhance the capability of the Sec-
retary to respond in a timely manner to 
emerging or existing bioterrorist threats to 
animal health. 

‘‘(2) To provide the capacity and capability 
for standardized— 

‘‘(A) test procedures, reference materials, 
and equipment; 

‘‘(B) laboratory biosafety and biosecurity 
levels; 

‘‘(C) quality management system require-
ments; 

‘‘(D) interconnected electronic reporting 
and transmission of data; and 

‘‘(E) evaluation for emergency prepared-
ness. 

‘‘(3) To coordinate the development, imple-
mentation, and enhancement of national vet-
erinary diagnostic laboratory capabilities, 
with special emphasis on surveillance plan-
ning and vulnerability analysis, technology 

development and validation, training, and 
outreach. 

‘‘(c) PRIORITY.—To the extent practicable 
and to the extent capacity and specialized 
expertise may be necessary, the Secretary 
shall give priority to existing Federal facili-
ties, State facilities, and facilities at institu-
tions of higher education. 

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $15,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 12106. FOOD SAFETY INSPECTION. 

(a) INSPECTIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1(w) of the Fed-

eral Meat Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 601(w)) is 
amended by striking paragraph (2) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(2) all fish of the order Siluriformes; 
and’’. 

(2) CONDITIONS.—Section 6 of the Federal 
Meat Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 606) is amend-
ed by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(b) CERTAIN FISH.—In the case of an exam-
ination and inspection under subsection (a) 
of a meat food product derived from any fish 
described in section 1(w)(2), the Secretary 
shall take into account the conditions under 
which the fish is raised and transported to a 
processing establishment.’’. 

(3) INAPPLICABILITY.—Section 25 of the Fed-
eral Meat Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 625) is 
amended by striking ‘‘not apply’’ and all 
that follows and inserting ‘‘not apply to any 
fish described in section 1(w)(2).’’. 

(4) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
203(n) of the Agricultural Marketing Act of 
1946 (7 U.S.C. 1622(n)) is amended by striking 
paragraph (1) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) all fish of the order Siluriformes; 
and’’. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall— 
(A) not later than 60 days after the date of 

enactment of this Act, issue final regula-
tions to carry out the amendments made by 
section 11016(b)(1) of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110–246; 
122 Stat. 2130), as further clarified by the 
amendments made by this section; and 

(B) not later than 1 year after the date of 
enactment of this Act, implement the 
amendments described in subparagraph (A). 

(2) NOTIFICATION.—Beginning 30 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act and every 
30 days thereafter until the date of full im-
plementation of the amendments described 
in paragraph (1)(A), the Secretary shall sub-
mit a report describing the status of imple-
mentation to— 

(A) the Committee on Agriculture of the 
House of Representatives; 

(B) the Committee on Agriculture, Nutri-
tion and Forestry of the Senate; 

(C) the Subcommittee on Agriculture, 
Rural Development, Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, and Related Agencies of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives; and 

(D) the Subcommittee on Agriculture, 
Rural Development, and Related Agencies of 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen-
ate. 

(3) PROCEDURE.—Section 1601(c)(2) applies 
to the promulgation of the regulations and 
administration of this section and the 
amendments made by this section. 

(4) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
11016(b) of the Food, Conservation, and En-
ergy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110–246; 122 Stat. 
2130) is amended by striking paragraph (2) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) IMPLEMENTATION.— 
‘‘(A) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 60 days 

after the date of enactment of the Agricul-
tural Act of 2014, the Secretary, in consulta-

tion with the Commissioner of Food and 
Drugs, shall issue final regulations to carry 
out the amendments made by paragraph (1) 
and section 12106 of that Act in a manner 
that ensures that there is no duplication in 
inspection activities. 

‘‘(B) INTERAGENCY COORDINATION.—Not 
later than 60 days after the date of enact-
ment of the Agricultural Act of 2014, the Sec-
retary shall execute a memorandum of un-
derstanding with the Commissioner of Food 
and Drugs for the following purposes: 

‘‘(i) To improve interagency cooperation 
on food safety and fraud prevention, building 
upon any other prior agreements, including 
provisions, performance metrics, and 
timelines as appropriate. 

‘‘(ii) To maximize the effectiveness of lim-
ited personnel and resources by ensuring 
that— 

‘‘(I) inspections conducted by the Depart-
ment satisfy requirements under the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 301 
et seq.); 

‘‘(II) inspections of shipments and proc-
essing facilities for fish of the order 
Siluriformes by the Department and the 
Food and Drug Administration are not dupli-
cative; and 

‘‘(III) any information resulting from ex-
amination, testing, and inspections con-
ducted is considered in making risk-based 
determinations, including the establishment 
of inspection priorities.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and the 
amendments made by this section shall take 
effect as if enacted as part of section 11016(b) 
of the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 
2008 (Public Law 110–246; 122 Stat. 2130). 

SEC. 12107. NATIONAL POULTRY IMPROVEMENT 
PLAN. 

The Secretary of Agriculture shall ensure 
that the Department of Agriculture con-
tinues to administer the diagnostic surveil-
lance program for H5/H7 low pathogenic 
avian influenza with respect to commercial 
poultry under section 146.14 of title 9, Code of 
Federal Regulations (or a successor regula-
tion), without amending the regulations in 
section 147.43 of title 9, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations (as in effect on the date of the en-
actment of this Act), with respect to the 
governance of the General Conference Com-
mittee established under such section. The 
Secretary of Agriculture shall maintain— 

(1) the operations of the General Con-
ference Committee— 

(A) in the physical location at which the 
Committee was located on the date of the en-
actment of this Act; and 

(B) with the organizational structure with-
in the Department of Agriculture in effect as 
of such date; and 

(2) the funding levels for the National 
Poultry Improvement Plan for Commercial 
Poultry (established under part 146 of title 9, 
Code of Federal Regulations, or a successor 
regulation) at the fiscal year 2013 funding 
levels for the Plan. 

SEC. 12108. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING 
FERAL SWINE ERADICATION. 

It is the sense of the Congress that— 
(1) the Secretary of Agriculture should rec-

ognize the threat feral swine pose to the do-
mestic swine population and the entire agri-
culture industry; and 

(2) feral swine eradication is a high pri-
ority that the Secretary should carry out 
under the authorities of the Animal Health 
Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 8301 et seq.). 
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Subtitle B—Socially Disadvantaged 

Producers and Limited Resource Producers 
SEC. 12201. OUTREACH AND ASSISTANCE FOR SO-

CIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMERS 
AND RANCHERS AND VETERAN 
FARMERS AND RANCHERS. 

(a) OUTREACH AND ASSISTANCE FOR SO-
CIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMERS AND RANCH-
ERS AND VETERAN FARMERS AND RANCHERS.— 
Section 2501 of the Food, Agriculture, Con-
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
2279) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting 
‘‘AND VETERAN FARMERS AND RANCHERS’’ after 
‘‘RANCHERS’’; 

(2) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), in the matter pre-

ceding subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘and 
veteran farmers or ranchers’’ after ‘‘ranch-
ers’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)(B)(i), by inserting ‘‘and 
veteran farmers or ranchers’’ after ‘‘ranch-
ers’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (4)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A)— 
(I) in the subparagraph heading, by strik-

ing ‘‘2012’’ and inserting ‘‘2018’’; 
(II) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 

end; 
(III) in clause (ii), by striking the period at 

the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(IV) by adding at the end the following new 

clause: 
‘‘(iii) $10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 

through 2018.’’; and 
(ii) by adding at the end the following new 

subparagraph: 
‘‘(E) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $20,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018.’’; 

(3) in subsection (b)(2), by inserting ‘‘or 
veteran farmers and ranchers’’ after ‘‘so-
cially disadvantaged farmers and ranchers’’; 

(4) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by inserting ‘‘vet-

eran farmers or ranchers and’’ before ‘‘mem-
bers’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)(A), by inserting ‘‘vet-
eran farmers or ranchers and’’ before ‘‘mem-
bers’’; and 

(5) in subsection (e)(5)(A)— 
(A) in clause (i), by inserting ‘‘and veteran 

farmers or ranchers’’ after ‘‘ranchers’’; and 
(B) in clause (ii), by inserting ‘‘and veteran 

farmers or ranchers’’ after ‘‘ranchers’’. 
(b) DEFINITION OF VETERAN FARMER OR 

RANCHER.—Section 2501(e) of the Food, Agri-
culture, Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 
(7 U.S.C. 2279(e)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(7) VETERAN FARMER OR RANCHER.—The 
term ‘veteran farmer or rancher’ means a 
farmer or rancher who has served in the 
Armed Forces (as defined in section 101(10) of 
title 38 United States Code) and who— 

‘‘(A) has not operated a farm or ranch; or 
‘‘(B) has operated a farm or ranch for not 

more than 10 years.’’. 
SEC. 12202. OFFICE OF ADVOCACY AND OUT-

REACH. 
Paragraph (3) of section 226B(f) of the De-

partment of Agriculture Reorganization Act 
of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 6934(f)) is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection— 

‘‘(A) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2009 through 2013; and 

‘‘(B) $2,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 12203. SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMERS 

AND RANCHERS POLICY RESEARCH 
CENTER. 

Section 2501 of the Food, Agriculture, Con-
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
2279), as amended by section 12201, is amend-

ed by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(i) SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMERS 
AND RANCHERS POLICY RESEARCH CENTER.— 
The Secretary shall award a grant to a col-
lege or university eligible to receive funds 
under the Act of August 30, 1890 (7 U.S.C. 321 
et seq.), including Tuskegee University, to 
establish a policy research center to be 
known as the ‘Socially Disadvantaged Farm-
ers and Ranchers Policy Research Center’ for 
the purpose of developing policy rec-
ommendations for the protection and pro-
motion of the interests of socially disadvan-
taged farmers and ranchers.’’. 
SEC. 12204. RECEIPT FOR SERVICE OR DENIAL OF 

SERVICE FROM CERTAIN DEPART-
MENT OF AGRICULTURE AGENCIES. 

Section 2501A(e) of the Food, Agriculture, 
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 
2279–1(e)) is amended by striking ‘‘and, at the 
time of the request, also requests a receipt’’. 

Subtitle C—Other Miscellaneous Provisions 
SEC. 12301. GRANTS TO IMPROVE SUPPLY, STA-

BILITY, SAFETY, AND TRAINING OF 
AGRICULTURAL LABOR FORCE. 

Subsection (d) of section 14204 of the Food, 
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2008q–1) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section— 

‘‘(1) such sums as are necessary for each of 
fiscal years 2008 through 2013; and 

‘‘(2) $10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018.’’. 
SEC. 12302. PROGRAM BENEFIT ELIGIBILITY STA-

TUS FOR PARTICIPANTS IN HIGH 
PLAINS WATER STUDY. 

Section 2901 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110–246; 122 
Stat. 1818) is amended by striking ‘‘this Act 
or an amendment made by this Act’’ and in-
serting ‘‘this Act, an amendment made by 
this Act, the Agricultural Act of 2014, or an 
amendment made by the Agricultural Act of 
2014’’. 
SEC. 12303. OFFICE OF TRIBAL RELATIONS. 

Title III of the Federal Crop Insurance Re-
form and Department of Agriculture Reorga-
nization Act of 1994 is amended by adding 
after section 308 (7 U.S.C. 3125a note; Public 
Law 103–354) the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 309. OFFICE OF TRIBAL RELATIONS. 

‘‘The Secretary shall maintain in the Of-
fice of the Secretary an Office of Tribal Rela-
tions, which shall advise the Secretary on 
policies related to Indian tribes and carry 
out such other functions as the Secretary 
considers appropriate.’’. 
SEC. 12304. MILITARY VETERANS AGRICULTURAL 

LIAISON. 
Subtitle A of the Department of Agri-

culture Reorganization Act of 1994 is amend-
ed by inserting after section 218 (7 U.S.C. 
6918) the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 219. MILITARY VETERANS AGRICULTURAL 

LIAISON. 
‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary shall 

establish in the Department the position of 
Military Veterans Agricultural Liaison. 

‘‘(b) DUTIES.—The Military Veterans Agri-
cultural Liaison shall— 

‘‘(1) provide information to returning vet-
erans about, and connect returning veterans 
with, beginning farmer training and agricul-
tural vocational and rehabilitation programs 
appropriate to the needs and interests of re-
turning veterans, including assisting vet-
erans in using Federal veterans educational 
benefits for purposes relating to beginning a 
farming or ranching career; 

‘‘(2) provide information to veterans con-
cerning the availability of, and eligibility re-
quirements for, participation in agricultural 
programs, with particular emphasis on be-
ginning farmer and rancher programs; 

‘‘(3) serve as a resource for assisting vet-
eran farmers and ranchers, and potential 
farmers and ranchers, in applying for partici-
pation in agricultural programs; and 

‘‘(4) advocate on behalf of veterans in 
interactions with employees of the Depart-
ment. 

‘‘(c) CONTRACTS AND COOPERATIVE AGREE-
MENTS.—For purposes of carrying out the du-
ties under subsection (b), the Military Vet-
erans Agricultural Liaison may enter into 
contracts or cooperative agreements with 
the research centers of the Agricultural Re-
search Service, institutions of higher edu-
cation (as defined in section 101 of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001)), or 
nonprofit organizations for— 

‘‘(1) the conduct of regional research on 
the profitability of small farms; 

‘‘(2) the development of educational mate-
rials; 

‘‘(3) the conduct of workshops, courses, and 
certified vocational training; 

‘‘(4) the conduct of mentoring activities; or 
‘‘(5) the provision of internship opportuni-

ties.’’. 
SEC. 12305. NONINSURED CROP ASSISTANCE PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 196 of the Federal 

Agriculture Improvement and Reform Act of 
1996 (7 U.S.C. 7333) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(A) COVERAGES.—In the case of an eligible 

crop described in paragraph (2), the Sec-
retary of Agriculture shall operate a non-
insured crop disaster assistance program to 
provide coverages based on individual yields 
(other than for value-loss crops) equivalent 
to— 

‘‘(i) catastrophic risk protection available 
under section 508(b) of the Federal Crop In-
surance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(b)); or 

‘‘(ii) except in the case of crops and grasses 
used for grazing, additional coverage avail-
able under subsections (c) and (h) of section 
508 of that Act (7 U.S.C. 1508) that does not 
exceed 65 percent, as described in subsection 
(l). 

‘‘(B) ADMINISTRATION.—The Secretary shall 
carry out this section through the Farm 
Service Agency (referred to in this section as 
the ‘Agency’).’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A)— 
(I) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘and’’ after the 

semicolon at the end; 
(II) by redesignating clause (ii) as clause 

(iii); and 
(III) by inserting after clause (i) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(ii) for which additional coverage under 

subsections (c) and (h) of section 508 of that 
Act (7 U.S.C. 1508) is not available; and’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and 
industrial crops’’ and inserting ‘‘sweet sor-
ghum, biomass sorghum, and industrial 
crops (including those grown expressly for 
the purpose of producing a feedstock for re-
newable biofuel, renewable electricity, or 
biobased products)’’; 

(2) in subsection (i)(2), by striking 
‘‘$100,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$125,000’’; 

(3) in subsection (k)(2), by striking ‘‘lim-
ited resource farmer’’ and inserting ‘‘limited 
resource, beginning, or socially disadvan-
taged farmer’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(l) PAYMENT EQUIVALENT TO ADDITIONAL 

COVERAGE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

make available noninsured assistance under 
this subsection (other than for crops and 
grasses used for grazing) at a payment 
amount that is equivalent to an indemnity 
for additional coverage under subsections (c) 
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and (h) of section 508 of the Federal Crop In-
surance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508) and equal to the 
product obtained by multiplying— 

‘‘(A) the amount that— 
‘‘(i) the additional coverage yield, which 

shall be equal to the product obtained by 
multiplying— 

‘‘(I) an amount not less than 50 percent nor 
more than 65 percent, as elected by the pro-
ducer and specified in 5-percent increments; 
and 

‘‘(II) the approved yield for the crop, as de-
termined by the Secretary; exceeds 

‘‘(ii) the actual yield; 
‘‘(B) 100 percent of the average market 

price for the crop, as determined by the Sec-
retary; and 

‘‘(C) a payment rate for the type of crop, as 
determined by the Secretary, that reflects— 

‘‘(i) in the case of a crop that is produced 
with a significant and variable harvesting 
expense, the decreasing cost incurred in the 
production cycle for the crop that is, as ap-
plicable— 

‘‘(I) harvested; 
‘‘(II) planted but not harvested; or 
‘‘(III) prevented from being planted be-

cause of drought, flood, or other natural dis-
aster, as determined by the Secretary; or 

‘‘(ii) in the case of a crop that is produced 
without a significant and variable harvesting 
expense, such rate as shall be determined by 
the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) SERVICE FEE AND PREMIUM.—To be eli-
gible to receive a payment under this sub-
section, a producer shall pay— 

‘‘(A) the service fee required by subsection 
(k); and 

‘‘(B) the lesser of— 
‘‘(i) the sum of the premiums for each eli-

gible crop, with the premium for each eligi-
ble crop obtained by multiplying— 

‘‘(I) the number of acres devoted to the eli-
gible crop; 

‘‘(II) the yield, as determined by the Sec-
retary under subsection (e); 

‘‘(III) the coverage level elected by the pro-
ducer; 

‘‘(IV) the average market price, as deter-
mined by the Secretary; and 

‘‘(V) a 5.25-percent premium fee; or 
‘‘(ii) the product obtained by multiplying— 
‘‘(I) a 5.25-percent premium fee; and 
‘‘(II) the applicable payment limit. 
‘‘(3) ADDITIONAL AVAILABILITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable 

after October 1, 2013, the Secretary shall 
make assistance available to producers of an 
otherwise eligible crop described in sub-
section (a)(2) that suffered losses— 

‘‘(i) to a 2012 annual fruit crop grown on a 
bush or tree; and 

‘‘(ii) in a county covered by a declaration 
by the Secretary of a natural disaster for 
production losses due to a freeze or frost. 

‘‘(B) ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary shall 
make assistance available under subpara-
graph (A) in an amount equivalent to assist-
ance available under paragraph (1), less any 
fees not previously paid under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(4) LIMITED RESOURCE, BEGINNING, AND SO-
CIALLY DISADVANTAGED FARMERS.—The cov-
erage made available under this subsection 
shall be available to limited resource, begin-
ning, and socially disadvantaged farmers, as 
determined by the Secretary, in exchange for 
a premium that is 50 percent of the premium 
determined under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(5) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Except as provided 
in paragraph (3)(A), additional coverage 
under this subsection shall be available for 
each of the 2015 through 2018 crop years.’’. 

(b) PROHIBITION ON CATASTROPHIC RISK 
PROTECTION.—Section 508(b) of the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1508(b)) is 
amended by striking paragraph (1) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(1) COVERAGE AVAILABILITY.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), the Corporation shall offer 
a catastrophic risk protection plan to indem-
nify producers for crop loss due to loss of 
yield or prevented planting, if provided by 
the Corporation, when the producer is un-
able, because of drought, flood, or other nat-
ural disaster (as determined by the Sec-
retary), to plant other crops for harvest on 
the acreage for the crop year. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—Coverage described in 
subparagraph (A) shall not be available for 
crops and grasses used for grazing.’’. 
SEC. 12306. ACER ACCESS AND DEVELOPMENT 

PROGRAM. 
(a) GRANTS AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary of 

Agriculture may make competitive grants to 
States, tribal governments, and research in-
stitutions to support the efforts of such 
States, tribal governments, and research in-
stitutions to promote the domestic maple 
syrup industry through the following activi-
ties: 

(1) Promotion of research and education re-
lated to maple syrup production. 

(2) Promotion of natural resource sustain-
ability in the maple syrup industry. 

(3) Market promotion for maple syrup and 
maple-sap products. 

(4) Encouragement of owners and operators 
of privately held land containing species of 
trees in the genus Acer— 

(A) to initiate or expand maple-sugaring 
activities on the land; or 

(B) to voluntarily make the land available, 
including by lease or other means, for access 
by the public for maple-sugaring activities. 

(b) APPLICATION.—In submitting an appli-
cation for a competitive grant under this 
section, a State, tribal government, or re-
search institution shall include— 

(1) a description of the activities to be sup-
ported using the grant funds; 

(2) a description of the benefits that the 
State, tribal government, or research insti-
tution intends to achieve as a result of en-
gaging in such activities; and 

(3) an estimate of the increase in maple- 
sugaring activities or maple syrup produc-
tion that the State, tribal government, or re-
search institution anticipates will occur as a 
result of engaging in such activities. 

(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed so as to pre-
empt a State or tribal government law, in-
cluding a State or tribal government liabil-
ity law. 

(d) DEFINITION OF MAPLE-SUGARING.—In 
this section, the term ‘‘maple-sugaring’’ 
means the collection of sap from any species 
of tree in the genus Acer for the purpose of 
boiling to produce food. 

(e) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture shall promulgate such regulations as 
are necessary to carry out this section. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $20,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
SEC. 12307. SCIENCE ADVISORY BOARD. 

Section 8 of the Environmental Research, 
Development, and Demonstration Authoriza-
tion Act of 1978 (42 U.S.C. 4365) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (e) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(e) COMMITTEES.— 
‘‘(1) MEMBER COMMITTEES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Board is authorized 

to establish such member committees and 
investigative panels as the Administrator 
and the Board determine to be necessary to 
carry out this section. 

‘‘(B) CHAIRMANSHIP.—Each member com-
mittee or investigative panel established 
under this subsection shall be chaired by a 
member of the Board. 

‘‘(2) AGRICULTURE-RELATED COMMITTEES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator and 
the Board— 

‘‘(i) shall establish a standing agriculture- 
related committee; and 

‘‘(ii) may establish such additional agri-
culture-related committees and investiga-
tive panels as the Administrator and the 
Board determines to be necessary to carry 
out the duties under subparagraph (C). 

‘‘(B) MEMBERSHIP.—The standing com-
mittee and each agriculture-related com-
mittee or investigative panel established 
under subparagraph (A) shall be— 

‘‘(i) composed of— 
‘‘(I) such quantity of members as the Ad-

ministrator and the Board determines to be 
necessary; and 

‘‘(II) individuals who are not members of 
the Board on the date of appointment to the 
committee or investigative panel; and 

‘‘(ii) appointed by the Administrator and 
the Board, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Agriculture. 

‘‘(C) DUTIES.—The agriculture-related 
standing committee and each additional 
committee and investigative panel estab-
lished under subparagraph (A) shall provide 
scientific and technical advice to the Board 
relating to matters referred to the Board 
that the Administrator and the Board deter-
mines, in consultation with the Secretary of 
Agriculture, to have a significant direct im-
pact on enterprises that are engaged in the 
business of the production of food and fiber, 
ranching and raising livestock, aquaculture, 
and all other farming- and agriculture-re-
lated industries.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(h) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION AND TRANS-

PARENCY.—The Board shall make every ef-
fort, consistent with applicable law, includ-
ing section 552 of title 5, United States Code 
(commonly known as the ‘Freedom of Infor-
mation Act’) and section 552a of title 5, 
United States Code (commonly known as the 
‘Privacy Act’), to maximize public participa-
tion and transparency, including making the 
scientific and technical advice of the Board 
and any committees or investigative panels 
of the Board publically available in elec-
tronic form on the website of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency. 

‘‘(i) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Adminis-
trator shall annually report to the Commit-
tees on Environment and Public Works and 
Agriculture of the Senate and the Commit-
tees on Transportation and Infrastructure, 
Energy and Commerce, and Agriculture of 
the House of Representatives regarding the 
membership and activities of the standing 
agriculture-related committee established 
pursuant to subsection (e)(2)(A)(i).’’. 
SEC. 12308. AMENDMENTS TO ANIMAL WELFARE 

ACT. 
(a) LICENSING OF DEALERS AND EXHIBI-

TORS.— 
(1) DEFINITION.—Section 2 of the Animal 

Welfare Act (7 U.S.C. 2132) is amended— 
(A) in the matter preceding subsection (a), 

by striking ‘‘When used in this Act—’’ and 
inserting ‘‘In this Act:’’; 

(B) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘(2) any 
dog for hunting, security, or breeding pur-
poses’’ and all that follows through the semi-
colon at the end and inserting ‘‘(2) any dog 
for hunting, security, or breeding purposes. 
Such term does not include a retail pet store 
(other than a retail pet store which sells any 
animals to a research facility, an exhibitor, 
or another dealer).’’; 

(C) in each of subsections (a), (b), (d), (e), 
(g), (h), (i), (j), (k), and (m), by striking the 
semicolon at the end and inserting a period; 
and 

(D) in subsection (n), by striking ‘‘; and’’ at 
the end and inserting a period. 

(2) LICENSING.—Section 3 of the Animal 
Welfare Act (7 U.S.C. 2133) is amended by 
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striking ‘‘: Provided, however, That any retail 
pet store’’ and all that follows through 
‘‘under this Act.’’ and inserting the following 
‘‘: Provided, however, That a dealer or exhibi-
tor shall not be required to obtain a license 
as a dealer or exhibitor under this Act if the 
size of the business is determined by the Sec-
retary to be de minimis.’’. 

(b) PROHIBITION ON ATTENDING AN ANIMAL 
FIGHT OR CAUSING AN INDIVIDUAL WHO HAS 
NOT ATTAINED THE AGE OF 16 TO ATTEND AN 
ANIMAL FIGHT; ENFORCEMENT OF ANIMAL 
FIGHTING PROVISIONS.— 

(1) PROHIBITION ON ATTENDING AN ANIMAL 
FIGHT OR CAUSING AN INDIVIDUAL WHO HAS NOT 
ATTAINED THE AGE OF 16 TO ATTEND AN ANIMAL 
FIGHT.—Section 26(a) of the Animal Welfare 
Act (7 U.S.C. 2156(a)) is amended— 

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘SPON-
SORING OR EXHIBITING AN ANIMAL IN’’ and in-
serting ‘‘SPONSORING OR EXHIBITING AN ANI-
MAL IN, ATTENDING, OR CAUSING AN INDI-
VIDUAL WHO HAS NOT ATTAINED THE AGE OF 
16 TO ATTEND,’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘IN GEN-

ERAL’’ and inserting ‘‘SPONSORING OR EXHIB-
ITING’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘paragraph (2)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘paragraph (3)’’; 

(iii) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3); and 

(iv) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(2) ATTENDING OR CAUSING AN INDIVIDUAL 
WHO HAS NOT ATTAINED THE AGE OF 16 TO AT-
TEND.—It shall be unlawful for any person 
to— 

‘‘(A) knowingly attend an animal fighting 
venture; or 

‘‘(B) knowingly cause an individual who 
has not attained the age of 16 to attend an 
animal fighting venture.’’. 

(2) ENFORCEMENT OF ANIMAL FIGHTING PRO-
HIBITIONS.—Section 49 of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Whoever’’ and inserting 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Whoever’’; 

(B) in subsection (a), as designated by sub-
paragraph (A), by striking ‘‘subsection (a),’’ 
and inserting ‘‘subsection (a)(1),’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) ATTENDING AN ANIMAL FIGHTING VEN-

TURE.—Whoever violates subsection (a)(2)(A) 
of section 26 of the Animal Welfare Act (7 
U.S.C. 2156) shall be fined under this title, 
imprisoned for not more than 1 year, or both, 
for each violation. 

‘‘(c) CAUSING AN INDIVIDUAL WHO HAS NOT 
ATTAINED THE AGE OF 16 TO ATTEND AN ANI-
MAL FIGHTING VENTURE.—Whoever violates 
subsection (a)(2)(B) of section 26 (7 U.S.C. 
2156) of the Animal Welfare Act shall be fined 
under this title, imprisoned for not more 
than 3 years, or both, for each violation.’’. 
SEC. 12309. PRODUCE REPRESENTED AS GROWN 

IN THE UNITED STATES WHEN IT IS 
NOT IN FACT GROWN IN THE UNITED 
STATES. 

(a) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE TO CBP.—The 
Secretary of Agriculture shall make avail-
able to U.S. Customs and Border Protection 
technical assistance related to the identi-
fication of produce represented as grown in 
the United States when it is not in fact 
grown in the United States. 

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary 
shall submit to the Committee on Agri-
culture of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry of the Senate a report on 
produce represented as grown in the United 
States when it is not in fact grown in the 
United States. 
SEC. 12310. REPORT ON WATER SHARING. 

Not later than 120 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act and annually 
thereafter, the Secretary of State shall sub-

mit to Congress a report on efforts by Mex-
ico to meet its treaty deliveries of water to 
the Rio Grande in accordance with the Trea-
ty between the United States and Mexico Re-
specting Utilization of waters of the Colo-
rado and Tijuana Rivers and of the Rio 
Grande (done at Washington, February 3, 
1944). 
SEC. 12311. SCIENTIFIC AND ECONOMIC ANAL-

YSIS OF THE FDA FOOD SAFETY 
MODERNIZATION ACT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—When publishing a final 
rule with respect to ‘‘Standards for the 
Growing, Harvesting, Packing, and Holding 
of Produce for Human Consumption’’ pub-
lished by the Department of Health and 
Human Services on January 16, 2013 (78 Fed. 
Reg. 3504), the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services (referred to in this section 
as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall ensure that the 
final rule (referred to in this section as the 
‘‘final rule’’) includes the following informa-
tion: 

(1) An analysis of the scientific informa-
tion used to promulgate the final rule, tak-
ing into consideration any information 
about farming and ranching operations of a 
variety of sizes, with regional differences, 
and that have a diversity of production prac-
tices and methods. 

(2) An analysis of the economic impact of 
the final rule. 

(3) A plan to systematically— 
(A) evaluate the impact of the final rule on 

farming and ranching operations; and 
(B) develop an ongoing process to evaluate 

and respond to business concerns. 
(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date on which the Secretary promulgates 
the final rule referred to in subsection (a), 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry and the 
Committee on Health, Education, and Labor 
of the Senate and the Committee on Agri-
culture and the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce of the House of Representatives a 
report on the effectiveness of the ongoing 
evaluation and response process referred to 
in subsection (a)(3)(B). Not later than one 
year after the date on which such report is 
submitted, the Comptroller General of the 
United States shall submit to such commit-
tees an updated report on such process. 
SEC. 12312. PAYMENT IN LIEU OF TAXES. 

Section 6906 of title 31, United States Code, 
is amended, in the matter preceding para-
graph (1), by striking ‘‘2013’’ and inserting 
‘‘2014’’. 
SEC. 12313. SILVICULTURAL ACTIVITIES. 

Section 402(l) of the Federal Water Pollu-
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1342(l)) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(3) SILVICULTURAL ACTIVITIES.— 
‘‘(A) NPDES PERMIT REQUIREMENTS FOR SIL-

VICULTURAL ACTIVITIES.—The Administrator 
shall not require a permit under this section 
nor directly or indirectly require any State 
to require a permit under this section for a 
discharge from runoff resulting from the 
conduct of the following silviculture activi-
ties conducted in accordance with standard 
industry practice: nursery operations, site 
preparation, reforestation and subsequent 
cultural treatment, thinning, prescribed 
burning, pest and fire control, harvesting op-
erations, surface drainage, or road construc-
tion and maintenance. 

‘‘(B) OTHER REQUIREMENTS.—Nothing in 
this paragraph exempts a discharge from sil-
vicultural activity from any permitting re-
quirement under section 404, existing permit-
ting requirements under section 402, or from 
any other federal law. 

‘‘(C) The authorization provided in Section 
505(a) does not apply to any non-permitting 
program established under 402(p)(6) for the 

silviculture activities listed in 402(l)(3)(A), or 
to any other limitations that might be 
deemed to apply to the silviculture activities 
listed in 402(l)(3)(A).’’. 
SEC. 12314. PIMA AGRICULTURE COTTON TRUST 

FUND. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF TRUST FUND.—There 
is established in the Treasury of the United 
States a trust fund to be known as the 
‘‘Pima Agriculture Cotton Trust Fund’’ (in 
this section referred to as the ‘‘Trust 
Fund’’), consisting of such amounts as may 
be transferred to the Trust Fund pursuant to 
subsection (h), and to be used for the purpose 
of reducing the injury to domestic manufac-
turers resulting from tariffs on cotton fabric 
that are higher than tariffs on certain ap-
parel articles made of cotton fabric. 

(b) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—From 
amounts in the Trust Fund, the Secretary 
shall make payments annually beginning in 
calendar year 2014 for calendar years 2014 
through 2018 as follows: 

(1) Twenty-five percent of the amounts in 
the Trust Fund shall be paid to one or more 
nationally recognized associations estab-
lished for the promotion of pima cotton for 
use in textile and apparel goods. 

(2) Twenty-five percent of the amounts in 
the Trust Fund shall be paid to yarn spinners 
of pima cotton that produce ring spun cotton 
yarns in the United States, to be allocated to 
each spinner in an amount that bears the 
same ratio as— 

(A) the spinner’s production of ring spun 
cotton yarns, measuring less than 83.33 
decitex (exceeding 120 metric number) from 
pima cotton in single and plied form during 
calendar year 2013 (as evidenced by an affi-
davit provided by the spinner that meets the 
requirements of subsection (c)), bears to— 

(B) the production of the yarns described 
in subparagraph (A) during calendar year 
2013 for all spinners who qualify under this 
paragraph. 

(3) Fifty percent of the amounts in the 
Trust Fund shall be paid to manufacturers 
who cut and sew cotton shirts in the United 
States who certify that they used imported 
cotton fabric during calendar year 2013, to be 
allocated to each such manufacturer in an 
amount that bears the same ratio as— 

(A) the dollar value (excluding duty, ship-
ping, and related costs) of imported woven 
cotton shirting fabric of 80s or higher count 
and 2-ply in warp purchased by the manufac-
turer during calendar year 2013 (as evidenced 
by an affidavit provided by the manufacturer 
that meets the requirements of subsection 
(d)) used in the manufacturing of men’s and 
boys’ cotton shirts, bears to— 

(B) the dollar value (excluding duty, ship-
ping, and related costs) of the fabric de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) purchased during 
calendar year 2013 by all manufacturers who 
qualify under this paragraph. 

(c) AFFIDAVIT OF YARN SPINNERS.—The affi-
davit required by subsection (b)(2)(A) is a no-
tarized affidavit provided annually by an of-
ficer of a producer of ring spun yarns that af-
firms— 

(1) that the producer used pima cotton dur-
ing the year in which the affidavit is filed 
and during calendar year 2013 to produce ring 
spun cotton yarns in the United States, 
measuring less than 83.33 decitex (exceeding 
120 metric number), in single and plied form; 

(2) the quantity, measured in pounds, of 
ring spun cotton yarns, measuring less than 
83.33 decitex (exceeding 120 metric number), 
in single and plied form during calendar year 
2013; and 

(3) that the producer maintains supporting 
documentation showing the quantity of such 
yarns produced, and evidencing the yarns as 
ring spun cotton yarns, measuring less than 
83.33 decitex (exceeding 120 metric number), 
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in single and plied form during calendar year 
2013. 

(d) AFFIDAVIT OF SHIRTING MANUFACTUR-
ERS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The affidavit required by 
subsection (b)(3)(A) is a notarized affidavit 
provided annually by an officer of a manu-
facturer of men’s and boys’ shirts that af-
firms— 

(A) that the manufacturer used imported 
cotton fabric during the year in which the 
affidavit is filed and during calendar year 
2013, to cut and sew men’s and boys’ woven 
cotton shirts in the United States; 

(B) the dollar value of imported woven cot-
ton shirting fabric of 80s or higher count and 
2-ply in warp purchased by the manufacturer 
during calendar year 2013; 

(C) that the manufacturer maintains in-
voices along with other supporting docu-
mentation (such as price lists and other 
technical descriptions of the fabric qualities) 
showing the dollar value of such fabric pur-
chased, the date of purchase, and evidencing 
the fabric as woven cotton fabric of 80s or 
higher count and 2-ply in warp; and 

(D) that the fabric was suitable for use in 
the manufacturing of men’s and boys’ cotton 
shirts. 

(2) DATE OF PURCHASE.—For purposes of the 
affidavit under paragraph (1), the date of 
purchase shall be the invoice date, and the 
dollar value shall be determined excluding 
duty, shipping, and related costs. 

(e) FILING DEADLINE FOR AFFIDAVITS.—Any 
person required to provide an affidavit under 
this section shall file the affidavit with the 
Secretary or as directed by the Secretary— 

(1) in the case of an affidavit required for 
calendar year 2014, not later than 60 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) in the case of an affidavit required for 
any of calendar years 2015 through 2018, not 
later than March 15 of that calendar year. 

(f) TIMING OF DISTRIBUTIONS.—The Sec-
retary shall make a payment under para-
graph (2) or (3) of subsection (b)— 

(1) for calendar year 2014— 
(A) not later than the date that is 30 days 

after the filing of the affidavit required with 
respect to that payment; or 

(B) if the Secretary is unable to make the 
payment by the date described in subpara-
graph (A), as soon as practicable thereafter; 
and 

(2) for calendar years 2015 through 2018, not 
later than the date that is 30 days after the 
filing of the affidavit required with respect 
to that payment. 

(g) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING.—The 
Secretary and the Commissioner responsible 
for U.S. Customs and Border Protection 
shall, as soon as practicable after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, negotiate a 
memorandum of understanding to establish 
procedures pursuant to which the Commis-
sioner will assist the Secretary in carrying 
out the provisions of this section. 

(h) FUNDING.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall transfer to the Trust Fund $16,000,000 
for each of calendar years 2014 through 2018, 
to remain available until expended. 
SEC. 12315. AGRICULTURE WOOL APPAREL MAN-

UFACTURERS TRUST FUND. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF TRUST FUND.—There 

is established in the Treasury of the United 
States a trust fund to be known as the ‘‘Ag-
riculture Wool Apparel Manufacturers Trust 
Fund’’ (in this section referred to as the 
‘‘Trust Fund’’), consisting of such amounts 
as may be transferred to the Trust Fund pur-
suant to subsection (f), and to be used for the 
purpose of reducing the injury to domestic 
manufacturers resulting from tariffs on wool 
fabric that are higher than tariffs on certain 
apparel articles made of wool fabric. 

(b) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—From amounts in the 

Trust Fund, the Secretary may make pay-
ments annually beginning in calendar year 
2014 for calendar years 2010 through 2019 as 
follows: 

(A) To each eligible manufacturer under 
paragraph (3) of section 4002(c) of the Wool 
Suit and Textile Trade Extension Act of 2004 
(Public Law 108–429; 118 Stat. 2600), as 
amended by section 1633(c) of the Miscella-
neous Trade and Technical Corrections Act 
of 2006 (Public Law 109–280; 120 Stat. 1166) and 
section 325(b) of the Tax Extenders and Al-
ternative Minimum Tax Relief Act of 2008 
(division C of Public Law 110–343; 122 Stat. 
3875), and any successor-in-interest to such a 
manufacturer as provided for under para-
graph (4) of such section 4002(c), that submits 
an affidavit in accordance with paragraph (2) 
for the year of the payment— 

(i) for calendar years 2010 through 2015, 
payments that, when added to any other pay-
ments made to the manufacturer or suc-
cessor-in-interest under paragraph (3) of such 
section 4002(c) in such calendar years, equal 
the total amount of payments authorized to 
be provided to the manufacturer or suc-
cessor-in-interest under that paragraph, or 
the provisions of this section, in such cal-
endar years; and 

(ii) for calendar years 2016 through 2019, 
payments in amounts authorized under that 
paragraph. 

(B) To each eligible manufacturer under 
paragraph (6) of such section 4002(c)— 

(i) for calendar years 2010 through 2014, 
payments that, when added to any other pay-
ments made to eligible manufacturers under 
that paragraph in such calendar years, equal 
the total amount of payments authorized to 
be provided to the manufacturer under that 
paragraph, or the provisions of this section, 
in such calendar years; and 

(ii) for calendar years 2015 through 2019, 
payments in amounts authorized under that 
paragraph. 

(2) SUBMISSION OF AFFIDAVITS.—An affi-
davit required by paragraph (1)(A) shall be 
submitted— 

(A) in each of calendar years 2010 through 
2015, to the Commissioner responsible for 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection not 
later than April 15; and 

(B) in each of calendar years 2016 through 
2019, to the Secretary, or as directed by the 
Secretary, and not later than March 1. 

(c) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS.—The Secretary 
shall make payments to eligible manufactur-
ers and successors-in-interest described in 
paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (b)— 

(1) for calendar years 2010 through 2014, not 
later than 30 days after the transfer of 
amounts from the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration to the Trust Fund under subsection 
(f); and 

(2) for calendar years 2015 through 2019, not 
later than April 15 of the year of the pay-
ment. 

(d) MEMORANDA OF UNDERSTANDING.—The 
Secretary shall, as soon as practicable after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, nego-
tiate memoranda of understanding with the 
Commissioner responsible for U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection and the Secretary of 
Commerce to establish procedures pursuant 
to which the Commissioner and the Sec-
retary of Commerce will assist in carrying 
out the provisions of this section. 

(e) INCREASE IN PAYMENTS IN THE EVENT OF 
EXPIRATION OF DUTY SUSPENSIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In any calendar year in 
which the suspension of duty on wool fabrics 
provided for under headings 9902.51.11, 
9902.51.13, 9902.51.14, 9902.51.15, and 9902.51.16 
of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the 
United States are not in effect, the amount 
of any payment described in subsection (b)(1) 

to a manufacturer or successor-in-interest 
shall be increased by an amount the Sec-
retary, after consultation with the Secretary 
of Commerce, determines is equal to the 
amount the manufacturer or successor-in-in-
terest would have saved during the calendar 
year of the payment if the suspension of 
duty on wool fabrics were in effect. 

(2) NO APPEAL OF DETERMINATIONS.—A de-
termination of the Secretary under this sub-
section shall be final and not subject to ap-
peal or protest. 

(f) FUNDING.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds of the Com-

modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall transfer to the Trust Fund for each of 
calendar years 2014 through 2019 an amount 
equal to the lesser of— 

(A) the amount the Secretary determines 
to be necessary to make payments required 
by this section in that calendar year; or 

(B) $30,000,000. 
(2) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts transferred to 

the Trust Fund under paragraph (1) shall re-
main available until expended. 
SEC. 12316. WOOL RESEARCH AND PROMOTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, the Secretary 
shall use to provide grants described in sec-
tion 506(d) of the Trade and Development Act 
of 2000 (7 U.S.C. 7101 note) $2,250,000 for each 
of calendar years 2015 through 2019, to re-
main available until expended. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION TO DISTRIBUTE UNEX-
PENDED BALANCE.—In addition to funds made 
available under subsection (a) and notwith-
standing subsection (f) of section 506 of the 
Trade and Development Act of 2000 (7 U.S.C. 
7101 note), the Secretary may use any unex-
pended balances remaining in the Wool Re-
search, Development, and Promotion Trust 
Fund established under that section as of De-
cember 31, 2014, to provide grants described 
in subsection (d) of that section. 

Subtitle D—Oilheat Efficiency, Renewable 
Fuel Research and Jobs Training 

SEC. 12401. SHORT TITLE. 
This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Oilheat 

Efficiency, Renewable Fuel Research and 
Jobs Training Act of 2014’’. 
SEC. 12402. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

Section 702 of the National Oilheat Re-
search Alliance Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 6201 
note; Public Law 106–469) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
after the semicolon at the end; 

(2) by striking the period at the end and in-
serting a semicolon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(6) consumers of oilheat fuel are provided 

service by thousands of small businesses that 
are unable to individually develop training 
programs to facilitate the entry of new and 
qualified workers into the oilheat fuel indus-
try; 

‘‘(7) small businesses and trained employ-
ees are in an ideal position— 

‘‘(A) to provide information to consumers 
about the benefits of improved efficiency; 
and 

‘‘(B) to encourage consumers to value effi-
ciency in energy choices and assist individ-
uals in conserving energy; 

‘‘(8) additional research is necessary— 
‘‘(A) to improve oilheat fuel equipment; 

and 
‘‘(B) to develop domestic renewable re-

sources that can be used to safely and 
affordably heat homes; 

‘‘(9) since there are no Federal resources 
available to assist the oilheat fuel industry, 
it is necessary and appropriate to develop a 
self-funded program dedicated— 

‘‘(A) to improving efficiency in customer 
homes; 

‘‘(B) to assist individuals to gain employ-
ment in the oilheat fuel industry; and 
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‘‘(C) to develop domestic renewable re-

sources; 
‘‘(10) both consumers of oilheat fuel and re-

tailers would benefit from the self-funded 
program; and 

‘‘(11) the oilheat fuel industry is com-
mitted to providing appropriate funding nec-
essary to carry out the purposes of this title 
without passing additional costs on to resi-
dential consumers.’’. 

SEC. 12403. DEFINITIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 703 of the Na-
tional Oilheat Research Alliance Act of 2000 
(42 U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 106–469) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) through 
(15) as paragraphs (4) through (16), respec-
tively; 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) COST-EFFECTIVE.—The term ‘cost-effec-
tive’, with respect to a program or activity 
carried out under section 707(f)(4), means 
that the program or activity meets a total 
resource cost test under which— 

‘‘(A) the net present value of economic 
benefits over the life of the program or activ-
ity, including avoided supply and delivery 
costs and deferred or avoided investments; is 
greater than 

‘‘(B) the net present value of the economic 
costs over the life of the program or activity, 
including program costs and incremental 
costs borne by the energy consumer.’’; and 

(3) by striking paragraph (8) (as redesig-
nated in paragraph (1)) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(8) OILHEAT FUEL.—The term ‘oilheat fuel’ 
means fuel that— 

‘‘(A) is— 
‘‘(i) No. 1 distillate; 
‘‘(ii) No. 2 dyed distillate; 
‘‘(iii) a liquid blended with No. 1 distillate 

or No. 2 dyed distillate; or 
‘‘(iv) a biobased liquid; and 
‘‘(B) is used as a fuel for nonindustrial 

commercial or residential space or hot water 
heating.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) The National Oilheat Research Alliance 

Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 
106–469) is amended by striking ‘‘oilheat’’ 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘oilheat 
fuel’’. 

(2) Section 704(d) of the National Oilheat 
Research Alliance Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 6201 
note; Public Law 106–469) is amended in the 
subsection heading by striking ‘‘OILHEAT’’ 
and inserting ‘‘OILHEAT FUEL’’. 

(3) Section 706(c)(2) of the National Oilheat 
Research Alliance Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 6201 
note; Public Law 106–469) is amended in the 
paragraph heading by striking ‘‘OILHEAT’’ 
and inserting ‘‘OILHEAT FUEL’’. 

(4) Section 707(c) of the National Oilheat 
Research Alliance Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 6201 
note; Public Law 106–469) is amended in the 
subsection heading by striking ‘‘OILHEAT’’ 
and inserting ‘‘OILHEAT FUEL’’. 

SEC. 12404. MEMBERSHIP. 

(a) SELECTION.—Section 705 of the National 
Oilheat Research Alliance Act of 2000 (42 
U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 106–469) is 
amended by striking subsection (a) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(a) SELECTION.— 
‘‘(1) LIST.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Alliance shall pro-

vide to the Secretary a list of qualified 
nominees for membership in the Alliance. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENT.—Except as provided in 
subsection (c)(1)(C), members of the Alliance 
shall be representatives of the oilheat fuel 
industry in a State, selected from a list of 
nominees submitted by the qualified State 
association in the State. 

‘‘(2) VACANCIES.—A vacancy in the Alliance 
shall be filled in the same manner as the 
original selection. 

‘‘(3) SECRETARIAL ACTION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

have 60 days to review nominees provided 
under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(B) FAILURE TO ACT.—If the Secretary 
takes no action during the 60-day period de-
scribed in subparagraph (A), the nominees 
shall be considered to be members of the Al-
liance.’’. 

(b) REPRESENTATION.—Section 705(b) of the 
National Oilheat Research Alliance Act of 
2000 (42 U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 106–469) 
is amended in the matter preceding para-
graph (1) by striking ‘‘qualified industry or-
ganization’’ and inserting ‘‘Alliance’’. 

(c) NUMBER OF MEMBERS.—Section 705(c) of 
the National Oilheat Research Alliance Act 
of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 106– 
469) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Alliance shall be 
composed of the following members: 

‘‘(A) 1 member representing each State 
participating in the Alliance. 

‘‘(B) 5 representatives of retail marketers, 
of whom 1 shall be selected by each of the 
qualified State associations of the 5 States 
with the highest volume of annual oilheat 
fuel sales. 

‘‘(C) 5 additional representatives of retail 
marketers. 

‘‘(D) 21 representatives of wholesale dis-
tributors. 

‘‘(E) 6 public members, who shall be rep-
resentatives of significant users of oilheat 
fuel, the oilheat fuel research community, 
State energy officials, or other groups with 
expertise in oilheat fuel, including consumer 
and low-income advocacy groups.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘the quali-
fied industry organization or’’. 
SEC. 12405. FUNCTIONS. 

(a) RENEWABLE FUEL RESEARCH.—Section 
706(a)(3)(B)(i)(I) of the National Oilheat Re-
search Alliance Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 6201 
note; Public Law 106–469) is amended by in-
serting before the semicolon at the end the 
following: ‘‘, including research to develop 
renewable fuels and to examine the compat-
ibility of different renewable fuels with 
oilheat fuel utilization equipment, with pri-
ority given to research on the development 
and use of advanced biofuels’’. 

(b) BIENNIAL BUDGETS.—Section 706(e) of 
the National Oilheat Research Alliance Act 
of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 106– 
469) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(1) PUBLICATION OF PROPOSED BUDGET.— 
Not later than August 1, 2014, and every 2 
years thereafter, the Alliance shall, in con-
sultation with the Secretary, develop and 
publish for public review and comment a pro-
posed biennial budget for the next 2 calendar 
years, including the probable operating and 
planning costs of all programs, projects, and 
contracts and other agreements.’’; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (4) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(4) IMPLEMENTATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Alliance shall not 

implement a proposed budget until the expi-
ration of 60 days after submitting the pro-
posed budget to the Secretary. 

‘‘(B) RECOMMENDATIONS FOR CHANGES BY 
SECRETARY.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may rec-
ommend to the Alliance changes to the budg-
et programs and activities of the Alliance 
that the Secretary considers appropriate. 

‘‘(ii) RESPONSE BY ALLIANCE.—Not later 
than 30 days after the receipt of any rec-

ommendations made under clause (i), the Al-
liance shall submit to the Secretary a final 
budget for the next 2 calendar years that in-
corporates or includes a description of the 
response of the Alliance to any changes rec-
ommended under clause (i).’’. 
SEC. 12406. ASSESSMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 707 of the Na-
tional Oilheat Research Alliance Act of 2000 
(42 U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 106–469) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(a) RATE.—The assessment rate shall be 
equal to 2⁄10 of 1 cent per gallon of oilheat 
fuel.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(8) PROHIBITION ON PASS THROUGH.—None 
of the assessments collected under this title 
may be passed through or otherwise required 
to be paid by residential consumers of 
oilheat fuel.’’. 

(b) FUNDS MADE AVAILABLE TO QUALIFIED 
STATE ASSOCIATIONS.—Section 707(e)(2) of the 
National Oilheat Research Alliance Act of 
2000 (42 U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 106–469) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(B) SEPARATE ACCOUNTS.—As a condition 
of receipt of funds made available to a quali-
fied State association under this title, the 
qualified State association shall deposit the 
funds in an account that is separate from 
other funds of the qualified State associa-
tion.’’. 

(c) ADMINISTRATION.—Section 707 of the Na-
tional Oilheat Research Alliance Act of 2000 
(42 U.S.C. 6201 note; Public Law 106–469) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(f) USE OF ASSESSMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of this title, the Secretary 
and the Alliance shall ensure that assess-
ments collected for each calendar year under 
this title are allocated and used in accord-
ance with this subsection. 

‘‘(2) RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND DEM-
ONSTRATION.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Alliance shall en-
sure that not less than 30 percent of the as-
sessments collected for each calendar year 
under this title are used by qualified State 
associations or the Alliance to conduct re-
search, development, and demonstration ac-
tivities relating to oilheat fuel, including 
the development of energy-efficient heating 
and the transition and facilitation of the 
entry of energy efficient heating systems 
into the marketplace. 

‘‘(B) COORDINATION.—The Alliance shall co-
ordinate with the Secretary to develop prior-
ities for the use of assessments under this 
paragraph. 

‘‘(C) PLAN.—The Alliance shall develop a 
coordinated research plan to carry out re-
search programs and activities under this 
section. 

‘‘(D) REPORT.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—No later than 1 year 

after the date of enactment of this sub-
section, the Alliance shall prepare a report 
on the use of biofuels in oilheat fuel utiliza-
tion equipment. 

‘‘(ii) CONTENTS.—The report required under 
clause (i) shall— 

‘‘(I) provide information on the environ-
mental benefits, economic benefits, and any 
technical limitations on the use of biofuels 
in oilheat fuel utilization equipment; and 

‘‘(II) describe market acceptance of the 
fuel, and information on State and local gov-
ernments that are encouraging the use of 
biofuels in oilheat fuel utilization equip-
ment. 

‘‘(iii) COPIES.—The Alliance shall submit a 
copy of the report required under clause (i) 
to— 
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‘‘(I) Congress; 
‘‘(II) the Governor of each State, and other 

appropriate State leaders, in which the Alli-
ance is operating; and 

‘‘(III) the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency. 

‘‘(E) CONSUMER EDUCATION MATERIALS.— 
The Alliance, in conjunction with an institu-
tion or organization engaged in biofuels re-
search, shall develop consumer education 
materials describing the benefits of using 
biofuels as or in oilheat fuel based on the 
technical information developed in the re-
port required under subparagraph (D) and 
other information generally available. 

‘‘(3) COST SHARING.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out a re-

search, development, demonstration, or com-
mercial application program or activity that 
is commenced after the date of enactment of 
this subsection, the Alliance shall require 
cost-sharing in accordance with this section. 

‘‘(B) RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clauses (ii) and (iii), the Alliance shall re-
quire that not less than 20 percent of the 
cost of a research or development program or 
activity described in subparagraph (A) to be 
provided by a source other than the Alliance. 

‘‘(ii) EXCLUSION.—Clause (i) shall not apply 
to a research or development program or ac-
tivity described in subparagraph (A) that is 
of a basic or fundamental nature, as deter-
mined by the Alliance. 

‘‘(iii) REDUCTION.—The Alliance may re-
duce or eliminate the requirement of clause 
(i) for a research and development program 
or activity of an applied nature if the Alli-
ance determines that the reduction is nec-
essary and appropriate. 

‘‘(C) DEMONSTRATION AND COMMERCIAL AP-
PLICATION.—The Alliance shall require that 
not less than 50 percent of the cost of a dem-
onstration or commercial application pro-
gram or activity described in subparagraph 
(A) to be provided by a source other than the 
Alliance. 

‘‘(4) HEATING OIL EFFICIENCY AND UPGRADE 
PROGRAM.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Alliance shall en-
sure that not less than 15 percent of the as-
sessments collected for each calendar year 
under this title are used by qualified State 
associations or the Alliance to carry out pro-
grams to assist consumers— 

‘‘(i) to make cost-effective upgrades to 
more fuel efficient heating oil systems or 
otherwise make cost-effective modifications 
to an existing heating system to improve the 
efficiency of the system; 

‘‘(ii) to improve energy efficiency or reduce 
energy consumption through cost-effective 
energy efficiency programs for consumers; or 

‘‘(iii) to improve the safe operation of a 
heating system. 

‘‘(B) PLAN.—The Alliance shall, to the 
maximum extent practicable, coordinate, de-
velop, and implement the programs and ac-
tivities of the Alliance in conjunction with 
existing State energy efficiency program ad-
ministrators. 

‘‘(C) ADMINISTRATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this 

paragraph, the Alliance shall, to the max-
imum extent practicable, ensure that heat-
ing system conversion assistance is coordi-
nated with, and developed after consultation 
with, persons or organizations responsible 
for administering— 

‘‘(I) the low-income home energy assist-
ance program established under the Low-In-
come Home Energy Assistance Act of 1981 (42 
U.S.C. 8621 et seq.); 

‘‘(II) the Weatherization Assistance Pro-
gram for Low-Income Persons established 
under part A of title IV of the Energy Con-
servation and Production Act (42 U.S.C. 6861 
et seq.); or 

‘‘(III) other energy efficiency programs ad-
ministered by the State or other parties in 
the State. 

‘‘(ii) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—The Alliance 
shall ensure that funds distributed to carry 
out this paragraph are— 

‘‘(I) distributed equitably to States based 
on the proportional contributions of the 
States through collected assessments; 

‘‘(II) used to supplement (and not supplant) 
State or alternative sources of funding for 
energy efficiency programs; and 

‘‘(III) used only to carry out this para-
graph. 

‘‘(5) CONSUMER EDUCATION, SAFETY, AND 
TRAINING.—The Alliance shall ensure that 
not more than 30 percent of the assessments 
collected for each calendar year under this 
title are used— 

‘‘(A) to conduct consumer education activi-
ties relating to oilheat fuel, including pro-
viding information to consumers on— 

‘‘(i) energy conservation strategies; 
‘‘(ii) safety; 
‘‘(iii) new technologies that reduce con-

sumption or improve safety and comfort; 
‘‘(iv) the use of biofuels blends; and 
‘‘(v) Federal, State, and local programs de-

signed to assist oilheat fuel consumers; 
‘‘(B) to conduct worker safety and training 

activities relating to oilheat fuel, including 
energy efficiency training (including classes 
to obtain Building Performance Institute or 
Residential Energy Services Network certifi-
cation); 

‘‘(C) to carry out other activities rec-
ommended by the Secretary; or 

‘‘(D) to the maximum extent practicable, a 
data collection process established, in col-
laboration with the Secretary or other ap-
propriate Federal agencies, to track equip-
ment, service, and related safety issues and 
to develop measures to improve safety. 

‘‘(6) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Alliance shall en-

sure that not more than 5 percent of the as-
sessments collected for each calendar year 
under this title are used for— 

‘‘(i) administrative costs; or 
‘‘(ii) indirect costs incurred in carrying out 

paragraphs (1) through (5). 
‘‘(B) ADMINISTRATION.—Activities under 

this section shall be documented pursuant to 
a transparent process and procedures devel-
oped in coordination with the Secretary. 

‘‘(7) REPORTS.— 
‘‘(A) ANNUAL REPORTS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Each qualified State as-

sociation or the Alliance shall prepare an an-
nual report describing the development and 
administration of this section, and yearly 
expenditures under this section. 

‘‘(ii) CONTENTS.—Each report required 
under clause (i) shall include a description of 
the use of proceeds under this section, in-
cluding a description of— 

‘‘(I) advancements made in energy-efficient 
heating systems and biofuel heating oil 
blends; and 

‘‘(II) heating system upgrades and modi-
fications and energy efficiency programs 
funded under this section. 

‘‘(iii) VERIFICATION.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—The Alliance shall ensure 

that an independent third-party reviews each 
report described in clause (i) and verifies the 
accuracy of the report. 

‘‘(II) COUNCILS.—If a State has a stake-
holder efficiency oversight council, the coun-
cil shall be the entity that reviews and 
verifies the report of the State association or 
Alliance for the State under clause (i). 

‘‘(B) REPORTS ON HEATING OIL EFFICIENCY 
AND UPGRADE PROGRAM.—At least once every 
3 years, the Alliance shall prepare a detailed 
report describing the consumer savings, cost- 
effectiveness of, and the lifetime and annual 
energy savings achieved by heating system 

upgrades and modifications and energy effi-
ciency programs funded under paragraph (4). 

‘‘(C) AVAILABILITY.—Each report, and any 
subsequent changes to the report, described 
in this paragraph shall be made publically 
available, with notice of availability pro-
vided to the Secretary, and posted on the 
website of the Alliance.’’. 
SEC. 12407. MARKET SURVEY AND CONSUMER 

PROTECTION. 
Section 708 of the National Oilheat Re-

search Alliance Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 6201 
note; Public Law 106–469) is repealed. 
SEC. 12408. LOBBYING RESTRICTIONS. 

Section 710 of the National Oilheat Re-
search Alliance Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 6201 
note; Public Law 106–469) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘No funds’’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—No funds’’; 
(2) by inserting ‘‘or to lobby’’ after ‘‘elec-

tions’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) ASSESSMENTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

no funds derived from assessments collected 
by the Alliance under section 707 shall be 
used, directly or indirectly, to influence Fed-
eral, State, or local legislation or elections, 
or the manner of administering of a law. 

‘‘(2) INFORMATION.—The Alliance may use 
funds described in paragraph (1) to provide 
information requested by a Member of Con-
gress, or an official of any Federal, State, or 
local agency, in the course of the official 
business of the Member or official.’’. 
SEC. 12409. NONCOMPLIANCE. 

Section 712 of the National Oilheat Re-
search Alliance Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 6201 
note; Public Law 106–469) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(g) NONCOMPLIANCE.—If the Alliance, a 
qualified State association, or any other en-
tity or person violates this title, the Sec-
retary shall— 

‘‘(1) notify Congress of the noncompliance; 
and 

‘‘(2) provide notice of the noncompliance 
on the Alliance website.’’. 
SEC. 12410. SUNSET. 

Section 713 of the National Oilheat Re-
search Alliance Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 6201 
note; Public Law 106–469) is amended by 
striking ‘‘9 years’’ and inserting ‘‘18 years’’. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
From the Committee on Agriculture, for 
consideration of the House amendment and 
the Senate amendment, and modifications 
committed to conference: 

FRANK D. LUCAS, 
RANDY NEUGEBAUER, 
MIKE ROGERS of Alabama, 
MICHAEL K. CONAWAY, 
GLENN THOMPSON of 

Pennsylvania, 
AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia, 
ERIC A. ‘‘RICK’’ CRAWFORD, 
MARTHA ROBY, 
KRISTI L. NOEM, 
JEFF DENHAM, 
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, 
COLLIN C. PETERSON, 
MIKE MCINTYRE, 
JIM COSTA, 
TIMOTHY J. WALZ, 
KURT SCHRADER, 
SUZAN K. DELBENE, 
GLORIA NEGRETE MCLEOD, 
FILEMON VELA, 

From the Committee on Foreign Affairs, for 
consideration of title III of the House amend-
ment, and title III of the Senate amendment, 
and modifications committed to conference: 

EDWARD R. ROYCE, 
TOM MARINO, 
ELIOT L. ENGEL, 

From the Committee on Ways and Means, for 
consideration of secs. 1207 and 1301, of the 
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House amendment, and secs. 1301, 1412, 1435 
and 4204 of the Senate amendment, and 
modifications committed to conference: 

DAVE CAMP, 
SAM JOHNSON of Texas, 

For consideration of the House amendment 
and the Senate amendment, and modifica-
tions committed to conference: 

STEVE SOUTHERLAND II, 
MARCIA L. FUDGE, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

DEBBIE STABENOW, 
PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
TOM HARKIN, 
MAX BAUCUS, 
SHERROD BROWN, 
AMY KLOBUCHAR, 
MICHAEL F. BENNET, 
THAD COCHRAN, 
SAXBY CHAMBLISS, 
JOHN BOOZMAN, 
JOHN HOEVEN, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT OF THE 
COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE 

The managers on the part of the House and 
the Senate at the conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 2642), to pro-
vide for the reform and continuation of agri-
cultural and other programs of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture through fiscal year 2018, 
and for other purposes, submit the following 
joint statement to the House and the Senate 
in explanation of the effect of the action 
agreed upon by the managers and rec-
ommended in he accompanying conference 
report: 

The Senate amendment struck all of the 
House bill after the enacting clause and in-
serted a substitute text. 

The House amendment struck out that 
matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate 
amendment and inserted a substitute text. 

The House recedes from its amendment to 
the amendment of the Senate and agrees to 
the same with an amendment that is a sub-
stitute for the House amendment and the 
Senate amendment. The difference between 
the House amendment, the Senate amend-
ment, and the substitute agreed to in con-
ference are noted below, except for clerical 
corrections, conforming changes made nec-
essary by agreements reached by the con-
ferees, and minor drafting and clarifying 
changes. 

TITLE I—COMMODITIES 

(1) Repeal of Direct Payments 

Section 1101 of the House bill repeals direct 
payments effective with the 2014 crop year. 
The section continues direct payments for 
the 2013 crop year for all covered commod-
ities and peanuts, consistent with the exten-
sion of the 2008 Farm Bill. The section con-
tinues direct payments for the 2014 and 2015 
crop years for upland cotton only except 
that the term ‘‘payment acres’’ is amended 
to mean the following: (1) for crop year 2014, 
70 percent of the base acres of upland cotton 
on a farm on which direct payments are 
made; and (2) for crop year 2015, 60 percent of 
the base acres of upland cotton on a farm on 
which direct payments are made. (Section 
1101) 

The Senate amendment, in section 1101, re-
peals direct payments effective with the 2014 
crop year. The section continues direct pay-
ments for the 2013 crop year for all covered 
commodities (except pulse crops) and pea-
nuts. (Section 1101) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment to de-
lete the continued application for the 2014 
and 2015 crop years. (Section 1101) 

Transition assistance for producers of upland 
cotton 

The House bill, in section 1101, continued 
application of direct payments to producers 
of upland cotton as a transition to STAX, in-
cluding on 70 percent of base acres in the 2014 
crop year and on 60 percent of base acres in 
the 2015 crop year. 

The Senate amendment has no comparable 
provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision allowing for a transition 
payment but not through a continuation of 
the Direct Payment or any portion thereof. 
The section provides transition payments to 
producers of upland cotton in light of the re-
peal of direct payments, the ineligibility of 
cotton producers for PLC or ARC, and the 
delayed implementation of STAX. The sec-
tion provides that transition payments will 
be made with respect to the 2014 crop year to 
upland cotton producers with cotton base in 
the 2013 crop year, and with respect to the 
2015 crop year to upland cotton producers 
with base in the 2013 crop year and who are 
located in counties where STAX is not avail-
able for that crop year. The transition as-
sistance rate is equal to the product ob-
tained when multiplying the June 12, 2013 
midpoint estimate for the marketing year 
average price of upland cotton for the mar-
keting year beginning August 1, 2013 less the 
December 10, 2013 midpoint estimate for the 
marketing year average price of upland cot-
ton for the marketing year beginning August 
1, 2013 as contained in the applicable WASDE 
report published by USDA and the national 
program yield for upland cotton of 597 
pounds per acre. The section provides that 
the amount of transition assistance shall be 
equal to the product obtained when multi-
plying, for the 2014 crop year, 60 percent, and 
for the 2015 crop year, 36.5 percent, of the 
cotton base acres in effect for crop year 2013; 
the transition assistance rate in effect for 
the particular crop year and the payment 
yield for upland cotton under section 
1103(c)(3) of the 2008 Farm Bill divided by the 
national program yield of 597 pounds per 
acre. The section requires transition pay-
ments to be made on October 1 or as soon as 
practicable thereafter. The section applies 
the same pay limits to this transition assist-
ance as was applied to section 1103 of the 2008 
Farm Bill. The section provides that the pay 
limits provided for under the 2014 Farm Bill 
do not apply to transition payments and 
transition payments received under this sec-
tion shall not count toward pay limits under 
the 2014 Farm Bill limits. (Section 1119) 
(2) Definitions 

The House bill defines terms necessary for 
implementation of this Act: actual county 
revenue, base acres, county revenue loss cov-
erage trigger, covered commodity, effective 
price, extra long staple cotton, farm base 
acres, medium grain rice, midseason price, 
other oilseed, payment acres, payment yield, 
price loss coverage, producer, pulse crop, ref-
erence price, revenue loss coverage, Sec-
retary, state, temperate Japonica rice, tran-
sitional yield, United States, and United 
States premium factor. (Section 1104) 

The Senate amendment defines terms nec-
essary for implementation of this Act: actual 
crop revenue, adverse market payment, agri-
culture risk coverage guarantee, agriculture 
risk coverage payment, average individual 
yield, base acres, county coverage, covered 
commodity, eligible acres, extra long staple 
cotton, individual coverage, medium grain 
rice, other oilseed, payment acres, payment 
yield, producer, pulse crop, state, reference 
price, transitional yield, United States, and 
United States premium factor. (Section 1104) 

The Conference substitute defines the 
terms necessary for implementation of this 

Act: actual crop revenue, agriculture risk 
coverage, agriculture risk coverage guar-
antee, base acres, county coverage, covered 
commodity, effective price, extra long staple 
cotton, generic base acres, individual cov-
erage, medium grain rice, other oilseed, pay-
ment acres, payment yield, price loss cov-
erage, producer, pulse crop, reference price, 
Secretary, state, temperate Japonica rice, 
transitional yield, United States, and United 
States premium factor. (Section 1111) 

The Managers intend that, for purposes of 
the reallocation of base acres under section 
1112; the establishment of a reference price 
(as required under section 1116(g)) and an ef-
fective price pursuant to section 1116; and 
the determination of the actual crop revenue 
and agriculture risk coverage guarantee pur-
suant to section 1117, medium and short 
grain rice produced in California shall be 
deemed Temperate Japonica Rice. For all 
other purposes, the Managers intend that 
Temperate Japonica Rice be treated as me-
dium grain rice. 

Payment Acres 
The House bill, in the definitions section, 

provides that payment acres for price loss 
coverage and revenue loss coverage means 85 
percent of total acres planted for the year to 
each covered commodity on a farm and 30 
percent of total acres approved as prevented 
from being planted, except that the total of 
payment acres may not exceed farm base 
acres. The provision requires the Secretary 
to reduce payment acres applicable to each 
crop proportionately. The provision excludes 
from the term payment acres any crop subse-
quently planted during the same crop year 
on the same land for which the first crop is 
eligible for payments unless the crop was ap-
proved for double cropping. (Section 1104) 

The Senate bill, in the definitions section, 
provides that payment acres means 85 per-
cent of the base acres for a covered com-
modity on a farm on which adverse market 
payments are made. (Section 1104) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with modifications. The sec-
tion establishes payment acres for both price 
loss coverage and agriculture risk coverage 
for each covered commodity on a farm at 85 
percent of the sum of the total base acres for 
each covered commodity on the farm and 
any generic base acres on the farm planted 
to the covered commodity for the crop year. 
The section establishes payment acres for in-
dividual coverage under agriculture risk cov-
erage at 65 percent of the sum of total base 
acres and any generic base acres planted to 
a covered commodity for the crop year. The 
section provides that price loss coverage and 
agriculture risk coverage payments are 
made only with respect to generic base acres 
planted to a covered commodity for the crop 
year. The section provides that if a single 
covered commodity is planted on generic 
base acres and the total acreage exceeds that 
generic base, the generic base acres are at-
tributed to that covered commodity in an 
amount equal to the total number of generic 
base acres. The section provides that if mul-
tiple covered commodities are planted to ge-
neric base acres and the total number of 
acres planted exceeds generic base, the ge-
neric base acres are attributed to each of the 
covered commodities on a pro rata basis to 
reflect the ratio of the acreage planted to a 
covered commodity on the farm to the total 
acreage planted to all covered commodities 
on the farm. The section provides that if the 
total number of acres planted to all covered 
commodities does not exceed the generic 
base acres then the number of acres planted 
to a covered commodity is attributed to that 
covered commodity. The section provides 
that when generic base acres are planted to 
a covered commodity or acreage planted to a 
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covered commodity is attributed to generic 
base, the generic base acres are in addition 
to other base acres on the farm. The section 
further provides that the quantity of pay-
ment acres may not include any crop subse-
quently planted during the same crop year 
on the same land for which the first crop is 
eligible for price loss coverage or agriculture 
risk coverage unless the crop was approved 
for double cropping. The section prohibits 
price loss coverage or agriculture risk cov-
erage payments to a producer on a farm if 
base acres are 10 acres or less, except in the 
case of socially disadvantaged or limited re-
source farmers and ranchers. The section re-
quires that for purposes of calculating pay-
ment acres, base acres must be reduced in 
any crop year when fruits, vegetables (other 
than mung beans and pulse crops), or wild 
rice are planted on base acres. In the case of 
price loss coverage payments and agriculture 
risk coverage payments using county cov-
erage, the reduction will be equal to the 
acreage planted to fruits, vegetables (with 
the two exceptions), or wild rice in excess of 
15 percent of base acres; 35 percent of base 
acres in the case of individual level agri-
culture risk coverage payments. No such re-
duction is required under the section where 
the crops are grown solely for conservation 
purposes and not for use or sale, in any re-
gion in which there is a history of double 
cropping these crops with covered commod-
ities and the crops were double cropped on 
base acres, or where the crops were planted 
on generic base acres. (Section 1114) 
(3) Base Acres 

The House bill, in section 1105(a), requires 
the Secretary to provide for appropriate ad-
justments to base acres for covered commod-
ities and cotton when a Conservation Re-
serve Program (CRP) contract expires or is 
voluntarily terminated, when cropland is re-
leased from coverage under a conservation 
reserve contract, or when the producer has 
eligible oilseed acreage as the result of the 
Secretary designating additional oilseeds 
which must be determined in the same man-
ner as under the 2008 Farm Bill. Section 
1105(a) further requires that, for the crop 
year in which an adjustment in base is made, 
an owner of a farm elect price loss coverage 
or revenue loss coverage with respect to 
acreage added to the farm under an adjust-
ment in base acres or a prorated payment 
under the conservation reserve contract, but 
not both. Section 1105(b) requires the Sec-
retary to reduce the base acres for 1 or more 
covered commodities or cotton so the sum of 
base acres does not exceed the actual crop 
acreage of the farm. For purposes of carrying 
out any required reduction, the provision re-
quires the Secretary to include any acreage 
enrolled in CRP or WRP, or successor pro-
grams, any other acreage enrolled in a fed-
eral conservation program for which pay-
ments are made in exchange for not pro-
ducing a crop, or any eligible oilseed acreage 
if the Secretary designates additional oil-
seeds. The section requires the Secretary to 
allow the owner of the farm to select base 
acres against which any reduction is to be 
made. The section requires an exception to 
be made in regard to any required reduction 
in the case of double cropping. Section 
1105(c) authorizes an owner on a farm to re-
duce base acres at any time and the reduc-
tion will be permanent. Finally, the section 
requires the Secretary to proportionately re-
duce base acres on a farm for land that has 
been subdivided and developed for multiple 
residential units or non-farming uses if the 
land is unlikely to return to agriculture uses 
unless the producers on the farm dem-
onstrate that the land remains devoted to 
agricultural production or is likely to be re-
turned to previous agriculture use. The Sec-

retary is required to establish procedures to 
identify such lands. (Section 1105) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House provision except the section refers to 
covered commodities rather than covered 
commodities and cotton. The provision also 
allows an adjustment in base acres if a con-
servation reserve contract was terminated or 
expired, or if cropland is released from a con-
servation reserve contract, between October 
1, 2012 and the date of enactment of the 2014 
Farm Bill; if the producer has eligible pulse 
crop acreage determined in the same manner 
as eligible oilseed acreage under section 
1101(a)(2) of the 2002 Farm Bill; or when the 
producer has eligible oilseed acreage as the 
result of the Secretary designating addi-
tional oilseeds which must be determined in 
the same manner as under the 2002 Farm 
Bill. The section includes the same special 
conservation reserve acreage payment rules 
as the House provision except it is with re-
spect to a producer rather than owner of a 
farm. The section provides peanut producers 
with a one-time opportunity to adjust pea-
nut base acres. The section, in regard to pre-
vention of excess base acres, is the same as 
the House provision except the section refers 
to covered commodities rather than covered 
commodities and cotton relative to required 
reductions to base. With regard to other 
acreage to be included as part of any re-
quired reduction, the section refers to the 
Agricultural Conservation Easement Pro-
gram instead of WRP or successor programs; 
includes any eligible pulse crop acreage 
which must be determined in the same man-
ner as eligible oilseed acreage under section 
1101(a)(2) of the 2002 Farm Bill; and includes 
any eligible oilseeds if the Secretary des-
ignates additional oilseeds determined under 
section 1101(a)(2) of the 2002 Farm Bill rather 
than subsection (a)(1)(c) of the 2014 Farm 
Bill. The section allows the producer to de-
cide what base acres to reduce if any reduc-
tion is required rather than the owner of the 
farm. Similarly, the section allows the farm-
er to elect to reduce base acres at any time, 
rather than allowing the owner of the farm 
to do so. The section requiring the Secretary 
to proportionally reduce base acres for land 
not in agricultural use refers to covered 
commodities rather than covered commod-
ities and cotton. The section also requires a 
report to Congress that only farmers re-
ceived Farm Bill payments. (Section 1105) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment to allow 
owners of a farm to retain base acres, includ-
ing generic base acres, or to reallocate all 
base acres, other than generic base. The sec-
tion provides notice requirements con-
cerning the option to retain or reallocate 
base and provides that failure to make an 
election results in the retention of existing 
base acres. The section provides that an elec-
tion to retain the number of acres estab-
lished sections 1001 and 1301 of the 2008 Farm 
Bill, as adjusted pursuant to sections 1101, 
1108, and 1302 of the 2008 Farm Bill in effect 
as of September 30, 2013. The section provides 
that generic base is automatically retained. 
The section authorizes an owner of a farm to 
reallocate all of the base acres for covered 
commodities among those covered commod-
ities planted on the farm at any time during 
the 2009 through 2012 crop years. The section 
requires that the reallocation of base acres 
be in proportion to the ratio of the 4-year av-
erage of the acreage planted on the farm to 
each covered commodity for harvest, graz-
ing, haying, silage, or other similar purposes 
for the 2009 through 2012 crop years and any 
acreage that the producers were prevented 
from planting during the same years because 
of drought, flood, natural disasters, or other 
condition beyond the control of producers as 
determined by the Secretary, to the 4-year 

average of the acreage planted on the farm 
to all covered commodities for harvest, graz-
ing, haying, silage or other similar purposes 
for the crop years and any acreage on the 
farm that the producers were prevented from 
planting during the crop years to covered 
commodities for the same reasons prescribed 
above. The section requires that generic base 
is retained and may not be reallocated. The 
section prohibits the Secretary from exclud-
ing any year in which a covered commodity 
was not planted for purposes of determining 
the 4-year average. The section provides that 
if acreage that was planted or prevented 
from being planted was devoted to another 
covered commodity in the same crop year 
(other than under an established practice of 
double cropping), the owner may elect the 
commodity to be used for that crop year in 
determining the 4-year average but may not 
include both the initial commodity and the 
subsequent commodity. The section requires 
that the reallocation of base acres may not 
result in a total number of base acres (in-
cluding generic base) for the farm that ex-
ceed the number of base acres in effect on 
the farm on September 30, 2013. The section 
requires that the election made by an owner 
on a farm or deemed to be made applies to 
all covered commodities on the farm. With 
respect to provisions concerning the adjust-
ment of base acres, prevention of excess base 
acres, and reduction in base acres, reference 
is made to generic base instead of cotton. 
(Section 1112) 
(4) Payment yields 

The House bill maintains the provisions of 
section 1102 of the 2008 Farm Bill except it 
drops the directive that the Secretary estab-
lish yields for eligible pulse crops and directs 
the Secretary to establish yields for des-
ignated oilseeds not established under sec-
tion 1102 of the 2008 Farm Bill rather than 
the 2002 Farm Bill. The section requires that 
if no payment yield is otherwise established 
the Secretary must establish an appropriate 
payment yield. In establishing appropriate 
payment yields, the Secretary is required to 
take into consideration payment yields ap-
plicable to the covered commodity for simi-
larly situated farms. The section authorizes 
owners to update yields on a commodity-by- 
commodity basis for purposes of price loss 
coverage payments. Owners must make an 
election to update yields to be in effect be-
ginning with the 2014 crop year. The section 
requires that payment yields under any up-
dated yield would be 90 percent of the aver-
age of the yield per planted acre for the 2008 
through 2012 crop years, as determined by 
the Secretary, excluding crop years in which 
the acreage planted to the commodity was 
zero. The section provides that if the yield 
per planted acre for any of the 2008 through 
2012 crop years was less than 75 percent of 
the average of the 2008 through 2012 county 
yields, the Secretary must assign a yield for 
the crop year equal to 75 percent of the aver-
age of the 2008 through 2012 county yield for 
purposes of determining the average yield 
under an update. The section requires that, 
in the case of a yield update, if no payment 
yield is otherwise established the Secretary 
must establish an appropriate payment 
yield. In establishing appropriate payment 
yields in the case of an update, the Secretary 
is required to take into consideration pay-
ment yields applicable to the covered com-
modity for similarly situated farms. (Section 
1106) 

The Senate amendment contains similar 
provisions relative to yields for designated 
oilseeds but adds eligible pulse crops and re-
fers to section 1102 of the 2002 Farm Bill 
rather than section 1102 of the 2008 Farm 
Bill. The provision also allows a yield update 
for rice and a yield update for peanuts if the 
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producer elected to update base. (Section 
1106) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision except that the Secretary 
shall provide for the establishment of a yield 
for any designated oilseed for which a pay-
ment yield was not established under the 
2008 Farm Bill for purposes of price loss cov-
erage only; the substitute omits the require-
ment that in the case of establishing yields 
for designated oilseeds, if historic yield data 
is not available, the Secretary must use a 
specified ratio for dry peas; and the language 
clarifies that the payment yield update op-
portunity is with respect to each covered 
commodity, and that the election to update 
yields would take effect beginning with the 
2014 crop year. (Section 1113) 

For those producers with no payment 
yield, the Managers intend that, with respect 
to the yield update offered under section 
1113, the Secretary will assign the producer a 
payment yield using similarly situated 
farms prior to offering the opportunity to 
update their yield. 
(5) Farm Risk Management Election 

The House bill requires the Secretary to 
make required payments under Price Loss 
Coverage (PLC) or Revenue Loss Coverage 
(RLC) with respect to covered commodities 
of producers on a farm except that PLC or 
RLC payments may not be made on farms 
with 10 acres or less of planted acres of a 
covered commodity unless in the case of so-
cially disadvantaged or limited resource 
farmers or ranchers. In the case of PLC, for 
the 2014 and subsequent crop years the Sec-
retary is required to make payments on a 
covered commodity when the effective price 
for the crop year is less than the reference 
price, with the effective price being the high-
er of the midseason price or the national av-
erage loan rate for the covered commodity. 
The section provides a payment rate equal to 
the difference between the reference price 
and the effective price and that the payment 
amount is to be equal to the product when 
multiplying the payment rate, the payment 
yield, and the payment acres. The section re-
quires that payments be made on October 1 
or as soon as practicable thereafter. The Sec-
retary is required to use an all-barley price 
when determining the effective price for bar-
ley, and a reference price for Temperate Ja-
ponica Rice that is 115 percent of the ref-
erence price for long grain and medium grain 
rice. Reference prices, provided in the defini-
tions section, are: wheat, $5.50 per bushel; 
corn, $3.70 per bushel; grain sorghum, $3.95 
per bushel; barley, $4.95 per bushel; oats, 
$2.40 per bushel; long grain rice, $14.00 per 
cwt.; medium grain rice, $14.00 per cwt.; soy-
beans, $8.40 per bushel; other oilseeds, $20.15 
per cwt.; peanuts $535.00 per ton; dry peas, 
$11.00 per cwt.; lentils, $19.97 per cwt.; small 
chickpeas, $19.04 per cwt.; large chickpeas, 
$21.54 per cwt. The section offers RLC as an 
alternative to PLC that owners on the farm 
have a one-time, irrevocable election to 
make on a covered commodity-by-covered 
commodity basis. The section provides that 
if any owners of the farm make different 
elections with respect to the same covered 
commodity, all owners of the farm will be 
deemed to have not elected RLC. The section 
requires the Secretary to make an RLC pay-
ment for the 2014 and subsequent crop years 
when the actual county revenue for a cov-
ered commodity in a crop year is less than 
the county revenue loss trigger for the com-
modity for the crop year. The section re-
quires that RLC payments be made on Octo-
ber 1 or as soon as practicable thereafter. 
The section provides that actual county rev-
enue is the product of multiplying the actual 
county yield for each planted acre of the cov-
ered commodity in a crop year by the higher 

of the midseason price or the national aver-
age loan rate for the covered commodity. 
The section provides that the county RLC 
trigger is equal to 85 percent of the bench-
mark county revenue which is the product of 
multiplying the average historical county 
yield for the most recent 5 crop years, ex-
cluding the high and the low, by the average 
national marketing year average price for 
the most recent 5 crop years, excluding the 
high and the low. The section provides a 
yield plug of 70 percent of the transitional 
yield where historical county yield is less 
than 70 percent of that transitional yield, 
and a price plug, the reference price for the 
covered commodity, where the national mar-
keting year average price is lower than the 
reference price. The section provides that 
the payment rate for RLC is equal to the 
lesser of 10 percent of the benchmark county 
revenue for the covered commodity for the 
crop year, or the difference between the 
county RLC trigger and the actual county 
revenue. The section provides a payment 
amount equal to the product of the payment 
rate multiplied by the payment acres of the 
covered commodity. The section imposes du-
ties on the Secretary to ensure that pro-
ducers on the farm do not reconstitute the 
farm to void or change the election made be-
tween PLC and RLC; use all available infor-
mation and analysis to check for anomalies 
in RLC payments; to provide separate coun-
ty RLC trigger and actual county revenue 
for covered commodities by irrigation prac-
tice; assign a benchmark yield on the basis 
of yield history of representative farms in a 
state, region, or crop reporting district 
where the Secretary cannot establish the 
benchmark county yield in a county or the 
yield otherwise determined is unrepresenta-
tive of the average yield for the county; and 
ensure that producers on the farm suffered 
an actual loss when receiving an RLC pay-
ment. The section requires a report to Con-
gress on the cost of PLC and RLC and their 
effect on planting, production, price, and ex-
ports. The section also imposes a cap on 
total cost of PLC and RLC. (Section 1107) 

The Senate amendment authorizes the Sec-
retary to make Adverse Market Payments 
(AMP) to eligible producers for each of the 
2014 through 2018 crop years. The section re-
quires a payment any time that the actual 
price for a covered commodity is less than 
the reference price. The section establishes 
the actual price at a level equal to the high-
er of the national average market price re-
ceived during the 12-month marketing year 
or the national average loan rate. The actual 
price for rice is determined in the same way 
except separately for long grain rice and me-
dium grain rice. The section establishes ref-
erence prices at 55 percent of the average na-
tional marketing year average price for the 
most recent 5 crop years, dropping the high 
and the low except that for long grain rice 
and medium grain rice the reference price 
will be $13.30 per hundredweight and for pea-
nuts the reference price will be $523.77 per 
ton. The section provides that the payment 
rate will be the difference by which the ref-
erence price exceeds the actual price, and 
that the payment amount is calculated by 
multiplying the payment rate by the pay-
ment acres and payment yield. The section 
requires the Secretary to determine actual 
price and reference price by type or class for 
sunflowers; barley, using malting values; and 
wheat. The section provides that payments 
must be made by October 1 or as soon as 
practicable thereafter. (Section 1107) 

The Senate amendment also authorizes Ag-
riculture Risk Coverage (ARC) payments for 
the 2014 through 2018 crop years. The section 
requires producers to make a one time, irrev-
ocable election to receive individual cov-
erage or county coverage where there is suf-

ficient county data. The election would bind 
the producer with respect to all acres under 
the operational control of the producer, in-
cluding acres brought under the control of 
the producer after the election is made. 
Acres no longer under the producer’s oper-
ational control after an election are not sub-
ject to the producer’s election but the elec-
tion of the subsequent producer. The section 
requires the Secretary to ensure that pro-
ducers do not take actions to alter or reverse 
their elections. An ARC payment is required 
whenever the actual crop revenue for the 
covered commodity is less than the ARC 
guarantee. The section provides that pay-
ments are to be made on October 1 or as soon 
as practicable thereafter. The section pro-
vides that actual crop revenue is the product 
of the multiplication of the actual average 
individual yield (for individual coverage) or 
the actual average yield for the county (for 
county coverage) and the higher of the na-
tional average market price received during 
the 12–month marketing year or, if applica-
ble, the reference price established for the 
covered commodity under section 1107. The 
section provides that the ARC guarantee is 
equal to 88 percent of the benchmark rev-
enue. The section requires that the bench-
mark revenue be the product of multiplying 
the average individual yield for the most re-
cent 5 crop years, dropping the high and the 
low (for individual coverage) or the average 
county yield for the most recent 5 crop 
years, dropping the high and the low (for 
county coverage) by the average national 
marketing year average price for the most 
recent 5 crop years, excluding the high and 
the low. The section provides a 60 percent 
yield plug for the 2013 and prior crop years 
and a 65 percent yield plug for the 2014 and 
subsequent crop years. The section estab-
lishes a payment rate equal to the lesser of 
the amount that the ARC guarantee exceeds 
the actual crop revenue or 10 percent of the 
benchmark revenue for the covered com-
modity. The section established a payment 
amount at an amount equal to the product 
obtained by multiplying the payment rate by 
65 percent of the planted eligible acres and 45 
percent of the eligible acres that were pre-
vented from being planted (for individual 
coverage) and by 80 percent and 45 percent, 
respectively (for county coverage). The sec-
tion imposes duties on the Secretary includ-
ing using all available information and anal-
ysis to check for anomalies in ARC pay-
ments; to calculate separate actual crop rev-
enue and ARC guarantees by irrigation prac-
tice; differentiate by type or class the na-
tional average price for sunflowers; barley, 
using malting barley values; and wheat; and 
assign yields on the basis of yield history of 
representative farms in the state, region, or 
crop reporting districts if the Secretary can-
not establish a county yield if the yield oth-
erwise determined is unrepresentative of an 
average yield for the covered commodity. 
(Section 1108) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with amendments. The sub-
stitute creates a new section, section 1115, 
establishing rules for a producer election be-
tween PLC and ARC. For the 2014 through 
2018 crop years the substitute requires all of 
the producers on a farm to make a 1–time, ir-
revocable election to receive price loss cov-
erage on a covered commodity-by-covered- 
commodity basis or agriculture risk cov-
erage. The substitute requires that producers 
on a farm that elect ARC must unanimously 
select whether to receive county coverage on 
a covered commodity-by-covered-commodity 
basis or individual coverage applicable to all 
of the covered commodities on the farm. The 
substitute provides that if all the producers 
on a farm fail to make a unanimous election 
for the 2014 crop year, the Secretary may not 
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make any ARC or PLC payments with re-
spect to the farm for the 2014 crop year and 
the producers on the farm will be deemed to 
have elected PLC for all covered commod-
ities on the farm for the 2015 through 2018 
crop years. The substitute provides that if 
all the producers on a farm select ARC coun-
ty coverage for a covered commodity, the 
Secretary may not make PLC payments to 
the producers on the farm for that covered 
commodity. The substitute provides that if 
all the producers on a farm select individual 
ARC coverage, the Secretary must consider 
for purposes of making specified calculations 
the producer’s share of all farms in the same 
State in which the producer has an interest 
and for which individual coverage has been 
selected. Finally, the substitute requires the 
Secretary to ensure that producers on a farm 
do not reconstitute the farm to void or 
change an election or selection made. 

The Conference substitute provides, in sec-
tion 1116, that if all of the producers on a 
farm make an election to receive PLC for a 
covered commodity or are deemed to have 
made such an election, then the Secretary 
shall make PLC payments to producers on 
the farm on a covered commodity-by-cov-
ered-commodity basis if the Secretary deter-
mines that, for any of the 2014 through 2018 
crop years, the effective price for a covered 
commodity is less than the reference price in 
a crop year. The section establishes that the 
effective price for a covered commodity is 
the higher of the national average market 
price during the 12-month marketing year or 
the national average loan rate. The section 
provides that the payment rate is equal to 
the difference between the reference price 
and the effective price. The section further 
provides that the payment amount shall be 
the product of multiplying the payment rate, 
the payment yield, and the payment acres 
and that payments are to be made by Octo-
ber 1 or as soon as practicable thereafter. 
The section requires that the all-barley price 
is to be used when determining the effective 
price for barley, and that the reference price 
for Temperate Japonica Rice is 115 percent of 
the reference price for long grain or medium 
grain rice. Reference prices are the same as 
provided in the House bill. 

The Conference substitute, in section 1117, 
also includes the ARC that closely mirrors 
the Senate provision with some modifica-
tions. The substitute provides that if all pro-
ducers on a farm make an election to receive 
ARC, then ARC payments are required to be 
made to producers on the farm when the Sec-
retary determines that, for any of the 2014 
through 2018 crop years, actual crop revenue 
is less than the ARC guarantee for a crop 
year. The section provides that actual crop 
revenue for a county is equal to the product 
obtained when multiplying the actual aver-
age county yield per planted acre for the 
covered commodity and the higher of the na-
tional average market price received during 
the 12-month marketing year or the national 
average loan rate. The section provides that 
in the case of individual ARC, the actual 
crop revenue for a producer for a crop is 
based on the producer’s share of all covered 
commodities planted on all farms in which 
the producer has an interest and for which 
individual coverage has been selected, to be 
determined by the Secretary as follows: for 
each covered commodity, by obtaining the 
product of multiplying the total production 
of the covered commodity on the farm by the 
higher of the national average market price 
received during the 12-month marketing year 
or the national average loan rate; by then 
determining the sum of the amounts deter-
mined, above, for all covered commodities on 
the farm; and then arriving at the quotient 
obtained when dividing the amount, imme-
diately above, by the total planted acres of 

all covered commodities on the farms. The 
section provides that the ARC guarantee for 
a covered commodity in a crop year is 86 per-
cent of the benchmark revenue, which for 
county coverage is the product obtained by 
multiplying the average historical yield for 
the most recent 5 crop years, excluding the 
high and the low, by the national average 
market price received by producers during 
the 12-month marketing year for the most 
recent 5 crop years, dropping the high and 
the low. The section provides that bench-
mark revenue for individual coverage is 
based on the producer’s share of all covered 
commodities planted on all farms which the 
producer has an interest and for which indi-
vidual coverage has been selected to be de-
termined by the Secretary as follows: for 
each covered commodity for each of the most 
recent 5 years, the product obtained by mul-
tiplying the yield per planted acre for the 
covered commodity on the farm by the na-
tional average market price received by pro-
ducers during the 12-month marketing year; 
for each covered commodity, the average of 
the revenues determined above for the most 
recent 5 crops, dropping the high and the 
low; for each of the 2014 through 2018 crop 
years, the sum of the amounts determined 
immediately above for all covered commod-
ities on the farms, but adjusted to reflect the 
ratio between the total number of acres 
planted on the farms to a covered com-
modity and the total acres of all covered 
commodities planted on the farms. The sec-
tion provides a yield plug of 70 percent of the 
transitional yield when the yield per planted 
acre or historical county yield for any of the 
5 most recent crop years is less than 70 per-
cent of the transitional yield, and a price 
plug equal to the reference price for the cov-
ered commodity when the national average 
market price received by producers during 
the 12-month marketing year for any of the 
5 most recent crop years is lower than the 
reference price. The section establishes that 
the payment rate is equal to the lesser of the 
amount that the ARC guarantee exceeds the 
actual crop revenue or 10 percent of the 
benchmark revenue. The section further pro-
vides that the payment amount is to be de-
termined by multiplying the payment rate 
by the payment acres determined under sec-
tion 1114, and that payments are required to 
be made by October 1 or as soon as prac-
ticable thereafter. The section imposes du-
ties on the Secretary to use all available in-
formation and analysis to check for anoma-
lies in ARC payments; to provide separate 
actual crop revenue and ARC guarantees for 
a covered commodity by irrigation practice; 
assign an individual yield for a farm on the 
basis of the yield history of representative 
farms in the state, region, or crop reporting 
district if the farm has planted acreage in a 
quantity that is insufficient to calculate a 
representative average yield for the farm; 
and assign a benchmark county yield for 
each planted acre on the basis of the yield 
history of representative farms in the state, 
region, or crop reporting district where the 
Secretary cannot establish the actual or 
benchmark county yield or the yield cal-
culated is an unrepresentative average yield. 
(Sections 1115, 1116, and 1117) 

The Managers recognize that all producers 
on the farm have a one-time opportunity to 
elect either PLC or ARC for each crop on the 
farm on a commodity-by-commodity basis, 
with the exception that if a producer elects 
individual-level ARC, the producer must 
elect individual-level ARC for all crops on 
the farm. However, the Managers intend for 
USDA to have an annual signup to partici-
pate in the program for the applicable year 
based on the producer election that was 
made. The Managers stress that FSA has al-
ways had an annual signup into available 

programs, which is simply a decision to par-
ticipate in a given year. Absent an annual 
signup, producers may well fail to notify 
FSA of ownership changes, complete AGI 
certifications, and other information re-
quired to be provided by the producer to 
FSA. The signup period is the one time each 
year where producers are certain to complete 
all of the necessary records and forms. 
(6) Producer Agreements 

The House bill, in section 1108, retains a 
producer agreement requirement from the 
2008 Farm Bill except that benefits under 
this subtitle are referred to rather than 2008 
subtitle programs and planting flexibility, 
agricultural and conserving use, and produc-
tion report requirements are dropped, as is a 
provision that prohibits any benefit pen-
alties against a producer for an inaccurate 
acreage or production report unless the pro-
ducer knowingly and willfully falsified the 
reports. 

The Senate amendment is similar except 
agricultural and conserving uses and produc-
tion reports requirements and prohibition on 
penalties are not dropped as compared to the 
2008 Farm Bill. The section includes a data 
reporting requirement that the Secretary 
must use data reported by the producer to 
meet crop insurance requirements to meet 
acreage reporting and production reporting 
requirements, and the section clarifies that 
producers are required to meet the noxious 
weed control requirement if the agriculture 
or conserving use involves non-cultivation of 
any portion of land referenced in the agri-
culture and conserving use requirement pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision except agricultural and con-
serving use requirements under the 2008 
Farm Bill are retained and certain produc-
tion reports are required. (Section 1118) 
(7) Senate Amendment 

The Senate amendment provides that Sec-
tions 1104 (Definitions) through 1109 (Pro-
ducer Agreements) shall be effective begin-
ning with the 2014 crop year of each covered 
commodity through the 2018 crop year. (Sec-
tion 1110) 

The House bill provides no comparable pro-
vision and instead indicates in each section 
that the provision applies for the 2014 and 
each subsequent crop year. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate effective period for sections 1111 (Defini-
tions) through 1118 (producer agreements). 
(8) Availability of marketing assistance loans 

The House bill extends the 2008 Farm Bill’s 
provision requiring the availability of non-
recourse marketing assistance loans for loan 
commodities for the 2014 and succeeding crop 
years except that peanuts are included in the 
definition of loan commodity rather than 
there being a separate section of the law pro-
viding loan assistance for peanuts. The spe-
cial rules for peanuts authorized under the 
2008 Farm Bill are also carried over into this 
section. (Section 1201) 

The Senate amendment is the same as the 
House bill except that the provision is reau-
thorized through 2018 and requires producers 
to agree to use the land on the farm for an 
agriculture or conserving use, and to effec-
tively control noxious weeds and maintain 
the land in accordance with sound agricul-
tural practices if it involves the noncultiva-
tion of any portion of the land. The Sec-
retary is required under the provision to 
issue rules necessary to enforce compliance. 
The section also authorizes the Secretary to 
modify the requirements of this section if 
the modification is consistent with the pur-
poses of this subsection. (Section 1201) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision except that the provision of 
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loans is required for the 2014 through 2018 
crop years. (Section 1201) 

The Managers intend that Subtitle B, in-
cluding but not limited to the Marketing As-
sistance Loan Program, the Economic Ad-
justment Assistance Program, and the ELS 
Competitiveness Program, will be adminis-
tered in the same manner as under the 2008 
Farm Bill. 
(9) Loan Rates for Nonrecourse Marketing As-

sistance Loans 
The House bill extends the 2008 Farm Bill’s 

provision establishing loan rates for non-
recourse marketing assistance loans for the 
2014 and succeeding crop years except the 
loan rate for upland cotton is established at 
the simple average of the adjusted prevailing 
world price for the two immediately pre-
ceding marketing years, as determined by 
the Secretary and announced October 1 pre-
ceding the next domestic plantings but in no 
case may the loan rate be less than 47 cents 
per pound or more than 52 cents per pound. 
The section also includes an extension of the 
2008 Farm Bill’s loan rate for peanuts. (Sec-
tion 1202) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House provision except that the loan rates 
are extended through the 2018 crop year and 
the minimum loan rate for upland cotton is 
established at 45 cents per pound. (Section 
1202) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 1202) 

The Managers stress that the loan rate re-
duction authority granted under this section 
is intended to address the cotton domestic 
support elements of Brazil’s dispute with the 
United States (WT/DS 267) before the World 
Trade Organization. This authority is in ad-
dition to other reforms to U.S. cotton policy 
made by the 2014 Farm Bill, including repeal 
of the suite of commodity policies made 
available to cotton producers under the 2002 
and 2008 Farm Bills, the ineligibility of cot-
ton producers to participate in successor 
policies contained in the 2014 Farm Bill, the 
authorization of expenditure of funds in con-
nection with certain research and develop-
ment activities on behalf of Brazilian cotton, 
and other reforms, including with respect to 
the export credit guarantee elements of the 
dispute, statutory reforms to the GSM 102 
Export Credit Guarantee Program. The Man-
agers intend that these reforms lead to a ne-
gotiated resolution of the dispute. 
(10) Repayment of Loans 

The House bill generally extends the re-
payment of loan provisions of the 2008 Farm 
Bill for the 2014 and succeeding crop years 
except the section incorporates peanuts con-
sistent with repayment provisions of the 2008 
Farm Bill for that crop, and provides for a 10 
percent reduction in cotton storage payment 
rates as compared to the rates in effect for 
the 2006 crop year. (Section 1204) 

The Senate bill is similar to the House Bill 
provisions except that the provision is au-
thorized for the 2014 through 2018 crop years 
and cotton storage payment rates are re-
duced by 20 percent as compared to the rates 
in effect for the 2006 crop year. (Section 1204) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision except that the provision is 
reauthorized for the 2014 through 2018 crop 
years. (Section 1204) 
(11) Loan Deficiency Payments 

The House bill extends the provision in the 
2008 Farm Bill requiring loan deficiency pay-
ments for the 2014 crop year and each suc-
ceeding crop year. (Section 1205) 

The Senate bill is similar to the House bill 
except loan deficiency payments are author-
ized for the 2014 through 2018 crop years. 
(Section 1205) 

The Conference Substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 1205) 

(12) Payments in Lieu of LDPs for Grazed Acre-
age 

The House bill extends such provisions of 
the 2008 Farm Bill for the 2014 and suc-
ceeding crop years but used the payment 
yield under price loss coverage rather than 
the direct payment for purposes of calcu-
lating payment quantity. (Section 1206) 

The Senate amendment is similar except 
the provision applies to the 2014 through 2018 
crop years and uses the payment yield for 
the agriculture risk coverage program as 
well as the payment yield for the 2008 Farm 
Bill in the case of a farm without a payment 
yield for wheat. (Section 1206) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision except the payments are re-
quired for the 2014 through 2018 crop years. 
(Section 1206) 

(13) Special Marketing Loan Provisions for Up-
land Cotton 

The House bill extends the provision of the 
2008 Farm Bill authorizing the President to 
carry out a special import quota starting 
August 1, 2014 and a limited global import 
quota. The section authorizes the use of offi-
cial data of USDA if available or estimates 
of the Secretary in carrying out the section. 
The section also provides for economic ad-
justment assistance to users of upland cot-
ton at 3 cents per pound beginning August 1, 
2013. (Section 1207) 

The Senate provision provides for eco-
nomic adjustment assistance similar to the 
House except the 3 cents per pound amount 
begins August 1, 2012. (Section 1207) 

Conference substitute adopts the House 
provision except the starting date of the spe-
cial import quota is August 1, 2014 and the 3 
cent per pound economic adjustment assist-
ance begins August 1, 2013. (Section 1207) 

(14) Special Competitive Provisions for Extra 
Long Staple Cotton 

The House bill permanently extends cur-
rent law in this regard. (Section 1208) 

The Senate amendment extends current 
law through July 31, 2019, beginning on the 
date of enactment of this Act. (Section 1208) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision except that the program is 
authorized beginning on the date of enact-
ment through July 31, 2019. (Section 1208) 

(15) Availability of Recourse Loans for High 
Moisture Feed Grains and Seed Cotton 

The House bill extends the provision of the 
2008 Farm Bill providing recourse loans for 
the 2014 and each succeeding crop year ex-
cept for purposes of calculating the quantity 
of corn or grain sorghum, the lower of the 
farm program payment yield used to make 
payments under the new Farm Bill or the ac-
tual yield is used instead of the lower of the 
countercyclical payment yield under the 2008 
Farm Bill or the actual yield. (Section 1209) 

The Senate amendment is similar except 
recourse loans are extended for the 2014 
through 2018 crop years and the calculation 
is based on the lower of the actual average 
yield used to make payments under the new 
Farm Bill or the actual yield. (Section 1209) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision except that the recourse 
loans are required for the 2014 through 2018 
crop years. 

(16) Adjustments of Loans 

The House bill is the same as current law 
except any adjustments must be made so the 
average loan level for the commodity will be 
equal to the level of support determined in 
accordance with this subtitle and subtitle C 
and revisions to quality adjustments for up-
land cotton provision is deleted. (Section 
1210) 

The Senate amendment is similar except 
the average loan level must be equal to the 

level of support determined under this sub-
title and subtitles C through E, revisions to 
quality adjustment for upland cotton provi-
sion is retained, and authority is provided to 
revise or revoke any actions taken pursuant 
to that revision authority. (Section 1210) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 
(17) Sugar Policy 

The House bill permanently extends cur-
rent sugar policy for the 2012 crop year and 
each succeeding crop year. (Section 1301) 

The Senate amendment extends current 
sugar policy for each of the 2014 through 2018 
crop years. (Section 1301) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision, extending current sugar policy 
for the 2012 through 2018 crop years. 
(18) Definitions for the Dairy Producer Margin 

Insurance Program 

The House bill defines the new terms and 
establishes the Dairy Producer Margin pro-
gram in the new section 1511(a) of the Food 
Conservation and Energy Act of 2008. (Sec-
tion 1401) 

The Senate amendment is similar and 
gives the definitions for the ‘‘Dairy Margin 
Protection Program’’ and the ‘‘Dairy Market 
Stabilization Program’’. (Section 1401) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment replaces the term ‘‘Dairy Pro-
ducer’’ with ‘‘Dairy Operation’’; the ‘‘Margin 
Insurance Program’’ is instead referred to as 
the ‘‘Margin Protection Program’’; and defi-
nitions are included for ‘‘Margin Protection 
Program Payment’’ and ‘‘Secretary’’. (Sec-
tion 1401) 
(19) Calculation of Average Feed and Actual 

Dairy Production 

The House bill establishes the calculation 
for the average feed cost and actual dairy 
producer margins. (Section 1401) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House provision but it includes provisions 
unique to the stabilization program. (Section 
1402) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment to in-
clude Senate language related to the time 
for calculation. (Section 1402) 
(20) Establishment of Dairy Producer Margin 

Insurance Program 

The House bill establishes the Dairy Pro-
ducer Margin Insurance Program to be effec-
tive October 1, 2013. (Section 1401) 

The Senate amendment similarly estab-
lishes the Dairy Product Margin Protection 
Program, but requires the program be effec-
tive not later than 120 days after the effec-
tive date of this subtitle. (Section 1411) 

The Conference substitute directs the Sec-
retary to establish a margin protection pro-
gram for dairy producers not later than Sep-
tember 1, 2014. (Section 1403) 
(21) Eligibility and Registration of Dairy Pro-

ducers for Margin Insurance Program 

The House bill requires that all dairy pro-
ducers in the United States shall be eligible 
to participate in the margin insurance pro-
gram. It sets out an annual registration 
process and provides for retroactivity of the 
program. (Section 1401) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House provision but does not provide for 
retroactivity of the program. It instead pro-
vides for a transition period from MILC to 
the Production Margin Protection Program 
and describes rules and restrictions for pro-
ducers during this period. It establishes an 
annual administrative fee schedule for pro-
ducers to participate in the Production Mar-
gin Protection Program. It also establishes a 
fund for the use of fees collected and author-
izes a range of uses for this fund. It prohibits 
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a producer from participating in both the 
Livestock Margin Program and the Produc-
tion Margin Protection Program. (Section 
1412) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment eliminates the tiered fee struc-
ture and waiver and instead requires that all 
participating producers pay a single annual 
fee of $100. The Secretary is authorized to 
specify the manner and form in which pro-
ducers may register. (Section 1404) 
(22) Production History of Participating Dairy 

Producers 
The House bill requires the Secretary to 

determine the production history of each 
producer in the margin insurance program 
and allows for annual updates. Annual up-
dates are based on the producer’s highest an-
nual milk marketings during any of the 3 
immediately preceding calendar years. It 
provides a mechanism for the Secretary to 
determine production history of producers in 
operation for less than one year. It lists the 
required information a participating dairy 
producer must submit to the Secretary for 
establishing production history. It details 
how production history is transferred by sale 
or by lease. It prohibits the producer to 
whom the production history is transferred 
from choosing a different coverage level. It 
prohibits the Secretary from transferring 
production history established for a new en-
trant to another person. It allows the pro-
duction history of a producer to move to a 
new location with the producer. (Section 
1401) 

The Senate amendment is specific to basic 
margin protection which has a one-time reg-
istration without opportunity for annual up-
dating of the producer’s production history. 
It requires the Secretary to determine the 
actual production history of a producer who 
purchases supplemental production cov-
erage. It sets out a new producer’s options to 
determine basic production history. Similar 
to the House bill, it lists the required infor-
mation a participating dairy producer must 
submit to the Secretary for establishing pro-
duction history. It requires the Secretary to 
specify how production history is to be 
transferred. Similar to the House bill, it pro-
hibits the producer to whom the production 
history is transferred from choosing a dif-
ferent coverage level and also extends the 
prohibition to transfers within the supple-
mental production margin protection pro-
gram. It allows the basic and annual produc-
tion history of a producer to move to a new 
location with the producer. (Section 1413) It 
allows a participating dairy operation to 
purchase supplemental production margin 
protection. (Section 1415)) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. It sets 
production history equal to the highest an-
nual milk marketings from the 2011, 2012, or 
2013 calendar years. The Secretary shall ad-
just the production history to reflect any in-
crease in the national average milk produc-
tion. New dairy operations shall elect one of 
two methods to establish production history: 
(1) the volume of actual milk marketings for 
the months the dairy operation has been in 
operation extrapolated to a yearly amount; 
or (2) an estimate of the actual milk mar-
ketings based on herd size relative to the na-
tional herd average data published by the 
Secretary. (Section 1405) 
(23) Margin Insurance 

The House bill allows a participating dairy 
producer to annually purchase margin insur-
ance. The producer shall elect a coverage 
level between $4 and $8. It requires a pro-
ducer to select a coverage percentage be-
tween 25 percent and 80 percent of produc-
tion history. It sets the margin insurance 

payment for a consecutive 2–month period 
equal to the product of the shortfall in ac-
tual margins below a chosen threshold, the 
coverage percentage selected by the pro-
ducer, and the lesser of the producer’s actual 
marketings or actual production history. 
(Section 1401) 

The Senate amendment requires the Sec-
retary to make a payment whenever the 
margin for a 2–month period is less than $4 
per cwt. It sets the basic margin production 
payment amount equal to the product of 
multiplying the difference between the aver-
age actual product margin and $4 by the less-
er of: 80% of production history, divided by 6; 
or the actual quantity of milk marketed by 
the dairy operation during the 2 month pe-
riod. (Section 1414) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment allows for coverage percentages 
between 25 percent and 90 percent. (Section 
1406) 
(24) Producer Premiums 

The House bill requires a participating pro-
ducer to pay an annual premium. It sets the 
premium schedule for the first 4 million 
pounds of milk. It also sets the premium 
schedule for production in excess of 4 million 
pounds. It establishes a schedule for the tim-
ing of premium payments including options 
for subsequent years, single annual pay-
ments, and semi-annual payments. It sets 
out the producer premium obligations in-
cluding a pro-ration of the first year obliga-
tions, and a legal obligation to pay the pre-
mium except in the case of death and retire-
ment. It requires that a producer shall re-
ceive a margin insurance payment whenever 
the average actual producer margin is less 
than the coverage threshold selected by the 
producer. It requires the Secretary to make 
margin insurance payments when the aver-
age actual production for a consecutive two- 
month period is less than the coverage level 
threshold selected by the dairy producer. It 
allows the Secretary to use the funds of the 
CCC to carry out this section. It establishes 
that the program start date is October 1, 
2013. (Section 1401) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House bill, but contains slight differences in 
premiums. It requires the Secretary to pro-
vide for more than one method by which a 
dairy operation can pay premiums. Unlike 
the House bill, it allows the Secretary to 
waive the legal obligation to pay the pre-
mium in case of death, retirement, or other 
circumstances as the Secretary considers ap-
propriate. It establishes the payment thresh-
old and calculation method for Supplemental 
Production Margin Payments. (Section 1415) 

The Conference substitute includes pre-
mium schedules for the first 4 million pounds 
of production and for production in excess of 
4 million pounds. The premiums for the first 
4 million pounds are reduced by 25 percent 
for calendar years 2014 and 2015. (Section 
1407) 
(25) Establishment of the Dairy Market Sta-

bilization Program 
The Senate amendment requires the Sec-

retary to establish and administer a dairy 
market stabilization program applicable to 
participating dairy operations for the pur-
pose of assisting in balancing the supply of 
milk with demand. (Section 1431) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House position. 
(26) Threshold for Implementation and Reduc-

tion in Dairy Payments 

The Senate amendment provides that the 
Secretary shall announce that the stabiliza-
tion program is in effect and order reduced 

payments by handlers to participating dairy 
operations that exceed the applicable per-
centage of the participating dairy oper-
ation’s stabilization program base under cer-
tain circumstances. (Section 1432) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House position. 
(27) Milk Marketings Information 

The Senate amendment requires the Sec-
retary to establish a process to collect from 
participating dairy operations and handlers 
such information that the Secretary con-
siders necessary for each month during 
which the stabilization program is in effect. 
(Section 1433) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House position (but see Section 1405(c)). 
(28) Calculation and Collection of Reduced 

Dairy Operation Payments 
The Senate amendment requires each han-

dler, during any month in which payment re-
ductions are in effect under the stabilization 
program, to reduce payments to each partici-
pating dairy operation from whom the han-
dler receives milk. (Section 1435) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House position. 
(29) Remitting Funds to the Secretary and Use 

of Funds 
The Senate amendment requires, as soon 

as practicable after the end of each month 
during which payment reductions are in ef-
fect under the stabilization program, each 
handler to remit to the Secretary an amount 
equal to the amount by which payments to 
participating dairy operations are reduced 
by the handler under section 1434. (Section 
1435) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House position. 
(30) Suspension of Reduced Payment Require-

ment 
The Senate amendment requires reduced 

payments to be suspended under certain cir-
cumstances. (Section 1436) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House position. 
(31) Enforcement 

The Senate amendment makes it unlawful 
and a violation of this subpart for any person 
subject to the stabilization program to will-
fully fail, refuse to provide, or delay the 
timely reporting of accurate information 
and remittance of funds to the Secretary. 
(Section 1437) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House position. 
(32) Audit Requirements 

The Senate amendment authorizes the Sec-
retary to conduct audits to ensure compli-
ance by participating dairy operations and 
handlers with the stabilization program. 
(Section 1438) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House position. 
(33) Study; Report 

The Senate amendment requires the Sec-
retary, acting through the Office of the Chief 
Economist, to conduct a study of the im-
pacts of the program established under sec-
tion 1431(a). (Section 1451) 
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The House bill has no comparable provi-

sion. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House position. 
(34) Duration 

The Senate amendment terminates the 
production margin protection program and 
the stabilization program on December 31, 
2018. (Section 1439) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 1409) 
(35) Rulemaking 

The House bill requires the promulgation 
of regulations for the initiation of the mar-
gin insurance program. It also requires ad-
ministration of the margin insurance pro-
gram to comply with the Administrative 
Procedure Act, but does not require compli-
ance with the Paperwork Reduction Act. It 
repeals the deadline for the Secretary to con-
sider the state of California’s reentry into 
the federal milk marketing order system. 
(Section 1402) 

The Senate amendment requires the Sec-
retary to promulgate regulations to address 
administrative and enforcement issues in-
volved in carrying out the production mar-
gin protection, supplemental production 
margin protection, and market stabilization 
programs. It also requires regulations for an 
appeals process. (Section 1452) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment requires the Secretary to pro-
mulgate regulations to address administra-
tive and enforcement issues and prohibit re-
constitution of a dairy operation for the pur-
pose of the dairy producer receiving margin 
protection payments. (Section 1410). 

The Managers intend for the Secretary to 
conduct a hearing prior to the issuance of an 
order designating the State of California as a 
Federal milk marketing order. The provision 
provides the Secretary of Agriculture with 
the discretion, if a California Federal milk 
marketing order is requested, to recognize 
the longstanding California quota system, 
established under state marketing regula-
tions, in whatever manner is appropriate on 
the basis of a rulemaking hearing record. 

Section 1504 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 amended the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act (7 U.S.C. 608c) to establish 
timeframes for the hearing process for 
amending federal milk marketing orders. 
The Managers expect the Secretary to ad-
here to such timeframes, to the maximum 
extent practicable, for the process of desig-
nating California as a Federal milk mar-
keting order. 
(36) Dairy Product Mandatory Reporting 

The Senate amendment changes the dairy 
product mandatory reporting process so that 
each manufacturer has to report to the Sec-
retary, more frequently than once per 
month, information concerning the price, 
quantity, and moisture content of dairy 
products sold by the manufacturer. (Section 
1461) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House position. 
(37) Federal Milk Marketing Order Program 

Pre-Hearing Procedure for Class III pricing 
The Senate amendment requires the Sec-

retary to use the pre-hearing procedure de-
scribed in this section to consider alter-
native formulas for Class III milk product 
pricing under section 8c of the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act (7 U.S.C. 608c), reenacted 
with amendments by the Agricultural Mar-
keting Agreement Act of 1937. (Section 1462) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House position. 

The Managers have heard concerns from 
various dairy stakeholders in regards to the 
Class III and Class IV milk product pricing 
systems. The Managers recognize that the 
Secretary has the authority and ability to 
conduct a pre-hearing procedure to consider 
alternative pricing formulas for Class III and 
Class IV milk products. If petitioned by in-
dustry, the Secretary is encouraged to en-
gage in public, pre-hearing information ses-
sions that allow the opportunity for inter-
ested parties to discuss alternative price for-
mula proposals. The Managers believe that 
through review of proposals from interested 
parties, this process will help address con-
cerns from industry, assist with the sta-
bilization of the price of milk and provide 
greater certainty for dairy producers. It is 
the Managers understanding that the Dairy 
Industry Advisory Committee has rec-
ommended that the Secretary take such ac-
tion and review interested party proposals to 
address Class III and Class IV pricing for-
mula changes in this participatory and 
transparent manner. 
(38) Repeal of Dairy product Support and MILC 

programs 
The House bill repeals both sections of cur-

rent law that establish the dairy product 
support and MILC programs. (Section 1411) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House bill but continues MILC payments at 
the 45% payment rate through June 30, 2014. 
MILC is repealed effective July 1, 2014. It re-
peals the Dairy Export Incentive Program, 
and extends the Dairy Forward Pricing Pro-
gram, the Dairy Indemnity Program, and the 
Dairy Promotion and Research Program. 
(Sections 1471–1475) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provisions. (Section 1422) 
(39) Repeal of the Federal Milk Marketing Order 

Review Commission 
The House bill repeals section 1509 of the 

Food, Conservation Act of 2008. (Section 1416) 
The Senate amendment extends the order 

review commission. (Section 1476) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. (Section 1427) 
(40) Federal Milk Marketing Orders 

The Senate amendment requires the Sec-
retary to provide an analysis on the effects 
of amending each Federal milk marketing 
order issued under section 8c of the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Act. (Section 1481) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House position. 
(41) Supplemental Agriculture Disaster Assist-

ance 
The House bill provides definitions as nec-

essary to carry out the Livestock Indemnity 
Program. The provision requires Livestock 
Indemnity Payments to be made to eligible 
producers from funds of the Commodity 
Credit Corporation (CCC) for fiscal year 2012 
and each succeeding fiscal year with respect 
to livestock losses in excess of normal mor-
tality due to adverse weather or attacks by 
federally reintroduced animals, including 
wolves or avian predators. The provision pro-
vides for an indemnity rate of 75% of the 
market value of the applicable livestock. 
The provision provides definitions as nec-
essary to carry out the Livestock Forage 
Program. The provision requires that, for 
the 2012 and each succeeding fiscal year, the 
Livestock Forage Program must provide 
compensation from the funds of the CCC for 
losses to eligible livestock producers due to 
grazing losses on account of prescribed 
drought conditions or fire. The provision 
provides that an eligible producer may re-

ceive assistance only for grazing losses for 
covered livestock on land that is native or 
improved pastureland with permanent vege-
tative cover or is planted to a crop for the 
purpose of providing grazing for covered live-
stock. The provision excludes assistance for 
grazing losses on land used for haying or 
grazing under a CRP contract. The provision 
establishes that in the case of drought, a 
payment rate for a single month is to be 
equal to 60 percent of the lesser of the 
monthly feed cost for covered livestock, 
owned or leased, or the monthly feed cost 
calculated by using the normal carrying ca-
pacity of the eligible grazing land. The pro-
vision requires a payment rate of 80 percent 
of the aforementioned payment rate in the 
case of an eligible livestock producer that 
sold or disposed of livestock due to drought 
in one or both of the two production years 
preceding the current production year. The 
provision also prescribes the means by which 
monthly feed costs, feed grain equivalents, 
and corn price per pound are determined. 
The provision requires the Secretary to de-
termine normal carrying capacity and nor-
mal grazing period in the county served by 
the applicable committee and prohibits any 
change in the determination without the re-
quest of the State and county FSA commit-
tees. The provision establishes a schedule of 
payments to be made to producers in D2, D3, 
and D4 drought conditions as follows: D2 for 
at least 8 consecutive weeks, 1 monthly pay-
ment; D3 for any period, 3 monthly pay-
ments; D3 for at least 4 weeks or D4 any 
time, 4 monthly payments; D4 for at least 4 
weeks, 5 monthly payments. The provision 
establishes assistance for eligible livestock 
producers that sustain grazing losses on fed-
eral lands when a federal agency prohibits 
grazing on the federal lands due to fire at a 
rate equal to 50 percent of the monthly feed 
cost. The provision further establishes that 
such producers are eligible for assistance be-
ginning on the date they are denied grazing 
on federal lands until such time that their 
lease expires. The provision prohibits dupli-
cative drought and fire payments covering 
the same losses. The provision requires the 
Secretary to use not more than $20 million of 
CCC funds for each of the 2012 and succeeding 
fiscal years to provide emergency relief to 
eligible producers of livestock, honey bees, 
and farm raised fish to help in the reduction 
of losses due to disease, adverse weather, or 
other conditions not covered under Live-
stock Indemnity Payments or the Livestock 
Forage Disaster Program. The provision re-
quires that funds be used to reduce losses 
due to feed or water shortages, disease, or 
other factors determined by the Secretary 
and that the funds be available until ex-
pended. The provision contains definitions as 
necessary to carry out the Tree Assistance 
Program. The provision requires the Sec-
retary to use CCC funds for each of the 2012 
and subsequent fiscal years to provide assist-
ance to eligible orchardists and nursery tree 
growers that planted and lost trees intended 
for commercial purposes due to natural dis-
aster, and orchardists and nursery tree grow-
ers that have a production history for com-
mercial purposes but lost trees due to nat-
ural disaster. The provision requires a tree 
mortality loss in excess of 15 percent to qual-
ify for assistance with assistance consisting 
of 65 percent of the cost of replanting trees 
lost in excess of 15 percent or, at the Sec-
retary’s discretion, sufficient seedling to re-
establish a stand, and 50 percent of the cost 
of pruning, removal, and other costs incurred 
to salvage existing trees or to prepare land 
to replant trees, in excess of 15 percent. The 
provision establishes a $125,000 payment 
limit under the Tree Assistance Program, 
with a 500 acre cap as well. The provision 
also provides for a $125,000 payment limit on 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:39 Jan 28, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00120 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A27JA7.020 H27JAPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

3T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H1373 January 27, 2014 
assistance provided under section 1501, with 
direct attribution requirements. The provi-
sion omits the minimum risk management 
purchase requirement and does not reauthor-
ize the SURE program of the 2008 Farm Bill. 
(Section 1501) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House provision, except that definitions 
vary; programs required under subtitle E are 
authorized for the 2014 through 2018 fiscal 
years; payment rates under the Livestock In-
demnity Program are established at 65 per-
cent of the market value; the functions of 
other programs are folded into the Livestock 
Forage Program, including the noninsured 
crop disaster program, the emergency assist-
ance for livestock, honey bees, and farm- 
raised fish program, and the Livestock For-
age Disaster Program; Livestock Forage Dis-
aster Program assistance is not excluded on 
CRP contract acreage if the land is grassland 
eligible; the monthly payment rate under 
the Livestock Forage Disaster Program is 50 
percent; the calculation for determining the 
corn price per pound is based on a different 
corn price; the normal grazing period under 
the Livestock Forage Disaster Program may 
not exceed 240 days; the drought intensity 
payment schedule is distinguished from the 
House bill as follows: D3 at any time, 2 
monthly payments, and D3 for 4 weeks or D4 
at any time, 3 monthly payments; authorizes 
annual payments based on drought deter-
mined by means other than the drought 
monitor and assistance for eligible forage 
losses due to other than drought or fire; up 
to $15 million for each fiscal year is author-
ized under the Emergency Assistance for 
Livestock, Honey Bees, and Farm-Raised 
Fish; the payment limits imposed on the 
Tree Assistance Program is $100,000 and the 
limit under the section is also $100,000; and 
the timing of payments is prescribed. (Sec-
tion 1501) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 1501) 

The Managers intend that, with respect to 
any livestock program signup for 2012, 2013, 
or 2014, the Secretary be flexible in estab-
lishing signup deadlines. In past years, when 
livestock programs have had a firm signup 
date for one year and another signup begins 
for the following year soon thereafter, it is 
easy for producers to confuse the years for 
which an application has been filed and those 
that have not. Limited county office budgets 
for mailings exacerbate this problem. The 
Managers also recognize that in many cases 
producers will have to compile records on 
livestock inventories by type and weight 
along with the number of livestock pur-
chased and sold, for example, for much of the 
past three years. As such, the Managers in-
tend that, with regard to 2012 and 2013, the 
Secretary take into consideration that the 
compilation of records by the producer can 
be extremely difficult or even impossible and 
to exercise flexibility when determining 
what constitutes an acceptable record. 
(42) National Drought Council and National 

Drought Policy Action Plan 
The House bill establishes in the Office of 

the Secretary a ‘‘National Drought Council.’’ 
(Section 1502) 

The Senate amendment has no comparable 
provision. 

The Conference substitute deletes the 
House provision. 

Significant droughts have occurred in the 
United States more than a dozen times since 
1900. The 2012 drought, while serious, was not 
unprecedented. The U.S. has faced similar or 
worse conditions in the 1930’s, 1950’s and 1988. 
However, the period from 2000–2013 was the 
worst consecutive period of drought since 
the 1930’s, surpassing that of the 1950’s. The 
drought conditions throughout the United 

States in 2012 had an estimated cost of $30 
billion to the agriculture sector alone. Im-
pacts were also felt by communities through 
losses due to reduced water and energy re-
sources, reduced recreation revenue, in-
creased wildfires, and dust-borne diseases, 
among others. These impacts highlight the 
need to better align Federal, state and local 
drought policies. 

The Managers understand that a National 
Drought Resilience Partnership was estab-
lished in November of 2013 to promote strong 
partnerships between the Federal agencies 
and to make it easier for communities to ac-
cess Federal drought resources. The Man-
agers expect the Secretary to make local, 
state, and tribal stakeholders an integral 
part of constructing national drought pre-
paredness and response policy. As part of 
that process, the Secretary should provide 
clear and easy opportunities for those stake-
holders to have a role in the Partnership, in-
cluding creating a plan to coordinate federal 
polices with state and local policies and es-
tablishing robust outreach with commu-
nities. 
(43) Administration Generally 

The House bill requires the Secretary to 
use the funds, facilities, and authorities of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC) to 
carry out this title and provides that deter-
minations made by the Secretary under this 
title are final and conclusive. The section 
further requires that except as otherwise re-
quired in this subsection, the Secretary and 
the CCC must promulgate necessary regula-
tions to implement this title and amend-
ments made by this title within 90 days of 
enactment of this Act. The section requires 
that regulations and administration of this 
title and amendments made by this title as 
well as sections 10003 and 10016 (supplemental 
coverage option and stacked income protec-
tion for producers of upland cotton) of this 
Act are made in compliance with the Admin-
istrative Procedures Act (APA) but without 
regard to the Paperwork Reduction Act or 
the Statement of Policy of the Secretary of 
Agriculture. The section also carries over ad-
justment authority relating to trade agree-
ment compliance from the 2008 Farm Bill. 
(Section 1601) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House except that the regulations and ad-
ministration of the title are not subject to 
the APA and the Congressional review of 
agency rulemaking provision from the 2008 
Farm Bill is carried over. (Section 1601) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 1601) 
(44) Repeal of Permanent Price Support Author-

ity 
The House bill repeals specific sections of 

the Agriculture Adjustment Act of 1938 and 
the Agriculture Act of 1949 historically sus-
pended under previous Farm Bills during 
their effective period except section 377 of 
the 1938 Act which is suspended during the 
period of the new Farm Bill as it relates to 
cotton. (Section 1602) 

The Senate amendment is the same as cur-
rent law except the suspensions are applica-
ble to the 2014 through 2018 crop years and 
through December 31, 2018, in the case of 
dairy. (Section 1602) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 1602) 

The Managers note that, along with the 
suspension of other authorities, the general 
permanent price support authority provided 
under 7 U.S.C. 1446(a) must be suspended by 
the 2014 Farm Bill, as it has been under pre-
vious Farm Bills, since section 1446(a) would 
otherwise require USDA to make available 
price support for the commodities specified 
in subsection (a) in a manner that is in ac-
cordance or consistent (i.e., not incompat-

ible or in conflict) with the support required 
to be provided to other commodities under 
Title II (7 U.S.C. 1446 et. seq.), including as 
prescribed or previously carried out under 7 
U.S.C. 1446(b), (c), or (f), or in any combina-
tion of these approaches. In sum, 7 U.S.C. 
1446(a) provides broad authority to offer the 
required price support in a manner that is 
consistent with the tenor of price support 
provided elsewhere in Title II, and must be 
suspended for the effective period of the 2014 
Farm Bill. Finally, the Managers would ob-
serve that there are also additional authori-
ties, including under the other titles of 7 
U.S.C. 1421 et. seq., that apply to certain 
commodities specified in 7 U.S.C. 1446(a). 
Therefore, the additional authorities pro-
vided under 7 U.S.C. 1421 et. seq., as they re-
late to certain commodities under 7 U.S.C. 
1446(a), must also be suspended for the effec-
tive period of the 2014 Farm Bill. This sec-
tion accomplishes these objectives. 
(45) Payment Limitations 

The House bill defines legal entity, exclud-
ing general partnerships or joint ventures. 
The section imposes a limit on the amount 
of payments indirectly or directly received 
by a person or legal entity for covered com-
modities and peanuts under Title I to not 
more than $125,000, with not more than 
$75,000 consisting of marketing loan gains 
and loan deficiency payments and not more 
than $50,000 consisting of other payments 
made with respect to covered commodities 
and peanuts under Title I. The section also 
sets forth spousal equity rules for pay limit 
purposes, limiting the amount a person and 
spouse may jointly receive to double the 
enumerated limits; provides for conforming 
amendments; and makes the limits effective 
in time for the 2014 crop year. (Section 1603) 

The Senate amendment limits the total 
amount of payments received, directly or in-
directly, by a person or legal entity (except 
a joint venture or general partnership) for 
any crop year under subtitle A of title I of 
the Act to $50,000 for peanuts and $50,000 for 
1 or more other covered commodities. The 
section provides that the total amount of 
marketing loan gains and loan deficiency 
payments received for peanuts may not ex-
ceed $75,000 and for 1 or more other loan 
commodities may not exceed $75,000. The sec-
tion provides for conforming amendments 
and that the section is to be effective in time 
for the 2014 crop year. (Section 1603) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision, except that the House defi-
nition of legal entity is dropped, a separate 
payment limit for peanuts is maintained, 
limitations within the overall payment limit 
of $125,000 are omitted, and the proposed 
change to the spousal rule is also dropped. 
(Section 1603) 

The Managers note that the 2008 Farm Bill 
provided for a $65,000 payment limitation for 
Countercyclical Payments and ACRE; a 
$40,000 payment limitation for Direct Pay-
ments; unlimited marketing loan gains 
(MLGs) and loan deficiency payments 
(LDPs); as well as $100,000 under the SURE 
program for a combined total of $205,000, not 
including marketing loan gains and LDPs. 
The payment limitations provided for the 
suite of policies in this section that are in-
tended to replace the 2008 Farm Bill provi-
sions in terms of risks covered are $80,000 
less and the cap on payments includes MLGs 
and LDPs. Specifically, this section provides 
for one cap of $125,000 under which all PLC, 
ARC, MLGs, and LDPs must fit. The Man-
agers would particularly stress that this 
amount does not include any benefit derived 
by the producer from forfeitures. The Man-
agers fully intend that the marketing assist-
ance loan continue to operate as a non-
recourse loan. The Managers intend that 
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nothing in this section shall be construed to 
limit the right of a producer to forfeit the 
crop which the producer has pledged as col-
lateral in full satisfaction of the loan. 
(46) Payment Limited to Active Farmers 

The House bill qualifies how farm man-
agers can qualify as actively engaged in the 
farming operation. (Section 1603A) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House bill except with respect to the Farm 
Managers provision. (Section 1604) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision, except that amendments 
made to the Food Security Act of 1985 are 
dropped and instead a new regulation is re-
quired to be promulgated within a specified 
period of time and with opportunity for no-
tice and comment. The substitute requires 
the regulation to define significant contribu-
tion of active personal management for pur-
poses of carrying out the applicable statute. 
The substitute further provides that the reg-
ulations may, where appropriate, include 
limits on the number of individuals who may 
be considered actively engaged when a sig-
nificant contribution of active personal man-
agement is the basis used by an individual or 
entity to meet actively engaged require-
ments under the law. The regulation is re-
quired to take into account the size, nature, 
and management requirements of farming 
operations, the changing nature of active 
personal management due to advancement of 
farming operations, and the degree to which 
the impact of the regulation would adversely 
impact the long-term viability of the farm. 
The substitute provides that the regulation 
does not apply to individuals or entities 
comprised solely of family members. The 
substitute requires that the regulation in-
clude a plan for monitoring the status of 
compliance reviews, and prohibits the impo-
sition of any additional paperwork burdens 
associated with the new regulation on those 
not subject to the new regulation. Finally, 
the substitute clarifies that the provision is 
not to be construed as authorizing broader 
regulations, and requires that the regulation 
promulgated apply beginning with the 2015 
crop year. (Section 1604) 

The Managers note that the purpose of this 
rulemaking is to strengthen the verification 
process for members of a farming operation 
claiming to be actively engaged under sec-
tion 1001A of the Food Security Act of 1985 
on the basis of a significant contribution of 
active personal management. From that def-
inition, the Managers intend that the Sec-
retary will develop clear and objective stand-
ards that can be easily measured and ac-
counted for by members of the farming oper-
ation. The Managers would also stress that 
this section in no way changes any aspect of 
current applicable law, referring in this Act 
to the breadth of title 7 of the United States 
Code. Rather, the Managers intend that the 
section only authorizes a rulemaking to 
modify current regulations to add clarity 
and objectivity where this section specifi-
cally requires in order to better enforce ex-
isting law. 

The Managers recognize with the inclusion 
of subsection (c) that family farming oper-
ations are an important part of American ag-
riculture. The Managers do not intend the 
regulations promulgated pursuant to this 
subsection to adversely affect the manner in 
which such family farms allocate respon-
sibilities among the members of their fam-
ily. However, the Managers also do not in-
tend for subsection (c) to overly restrict the 
Secretary’s authority to implement the re-
forms under this section, and intend for the 
term entity to include the entity ultimately 
receiving the payment. 

The Managers further intend that the Sec-
retary will develop standards that are fair, 

equitable, and will enhance program integ-
rity. The Managers are aware that under 
current rules the agency has had difficulty 
in determining the significance of a manage-
ment contribution. The Managers also un-
derstand that this difficulty is often exacer-
bated when the person considered to be ac-
tively engaged lives a significant distance 
from the farming operation or does not visit 
the farming operation on a regular basis. 

The Managers intend that the Secretary 
take into account the size and complexity of 
farming operations across different regions 
of the country. Further, the Managers intend 
that the Secretary will look carefully at cer-
tain activities or services that a person may 
perform which have a significant impact on 
the long-term viability of the farming oper-
ation. In particular, the Managers expect 
that the Secretary will give careful consider-
ation to the following activities: labor con-
tracting; decisions made to achieve regu-
latory compliance; marketing, including 
hedging and forward contracting; financing, 
including securing production loans; land 
utilization management, including conserva-
tion planning; decisions made regarding risk 
management and legal liability, including 
insurance coverage; decisions made regard-
ing cropping choices; input purchasing; and 
decisions made regarding equipment, includ-
ing purchases, financing, and maintenance. 
The Managers also intend for the Secretary 
to take into account the changing nature of 
active personal management due to techno-
logical and economic advancements of farm-
ing operations, including crop genetics, 
farming practices such as no-till and mini-
mal-till farming, and telecommuting. 

The Managers intend that any additional 
paperwork required by these new require-
ments be focused solely on the individuals 
and entities subject to the new require-
ments. Finally, the Managers urge the Sec-
retary to be mindful that stable, predictable 
and equitable farm policy is essential to the 
continued viability of commercial farming 
operations that need access to financing for 
annual production costs, equipment, and 
land. Lastly, the Managers stress that acces-
sibility to a strong farm safety net is impor-
tant to continued prosperity in rural Amer-
ica, particularly in small towns where agri-
culture is at the center of the local economy. 
(47) Adjusted Gross Income Limitation 

The House bill makes changes to Section 
1001D of the Food Security Act of 1985. The 
section replaces the two income limitation 
tests (farm and non-farm incomes) with a 
single $950,000 adjusted gross income limita-
tion for certain commodity programs as well 
as conservation programs. The section ap-
plies the new limit to payments under the 
Farm Risk Management Election, marketing 
loan gains or loan deficiency payments, pay-
ments from Supplemental Agricultural Dis-
aster Assistance Programs, payments from 
conservation programs, the Agriculture 
Management Assistance program authorized 
in the Federal Crop Insurance Act, and pay-
ments from the Noninsured Crop Disaster 
Assistance Program. The section requires 
that payment limits in effect on the day be-
fore the enactment of this Act apply to the 
2103 crop, fiscal or program year. (Section 
1604) 

The Senate amendment makes changes to 
Section 1001D of the Food Security Act of 
1985. The section replaces the two income 
limitation tests (farm and nonfarm incomes) 
with a single $750,000 adjusted gross income 
limitation for commodity programs if the 
average adjusted gross income over the last 
3 taxable years is in excess of $750,000. The 
section applies the new limit to payments 
under the Adverse Market Program and the 
Agriculture Risk Coverage program, mar-

keting loan gains or loan deficiency pay-
ments, payments from Supplemental Agri-
cultural Disaster Assistance Programs, and 
payments from the Noninsured Crop Disaster 
Assistance Program. (Section 1605) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision except that the AGI limita-
tion is established at $900,000. 
(48) Geographically Disadvantaged Farmers and 

Ranchers 
The House bill is the same as current law 

except authorizes payments for fiscal year 
2009 and each succeeding fiscal year. (Section 
1605) 

The Senate amendment extends current 
law through fiscal year 2018. (Section 1606) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 1605) 
(49) Appeals 

The Senate amendment amends the cur-
rent appeals process by clarifying, among 
other things, that the Director of the Na-
tional Appeals Division shall be free from 
the direction and control of any person other 
than the Secretary or the Deputy Secretary 
of Agriculture. (Section 1609) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision (Section 1610) 
(50) Technical Corrections 

The House bill includes technical correc-
tions. (Section 1608) 

The Senate amendment includes technical 
corrections. (Section 1610) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with a technical change. 
(51) Implementation 

The House bill requires the Secretary to 
seek to reduce administrative burdens and 
costs to producers by streamlining and re-
ducing paperwork, forms, and other adminis-
trative requirements; improve coordination, 
information sharing, and administrative 
work with the Risk Management Agency and 
the Natural Resources Conservation Service; 
and take advantage of new technologies to 
enhance efficiency and effectiveness of pro-
gram delivery to producers. The section also 
requires the Secretary to maintain records 
on base acres and payment yields from the 
2008 Farm Bill. The section also requires the 
Secretary to maintain records for the sepa-
rate base acres of long grain rice and me-
dium grain rice subject to the total base 
under the 2008 Farm Bill and any adjust-
ment. The section requires the Secretary to 
make $100 million available to the Farm 
Service Agency to carry out this title. (Sec-
tion 1612) 

The Senate amendment has similar 
streamlining requirements but does not re-
quire maintenance of base acres and pay-
ment yields. The section also requires the 
Secretary to maintain a record of farms with 
upland cotton base acres in effect on the day 
before the date of enactment of this Act and 
to make $97 million available to the Farm 
Service Agency to carry out this title. (Sec-
tion 1614) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision but adds the requirement 
that the Acreage Crop Reporting and 
Streamlining Initiative (ACRSI) be imple-
mented and that the ACRSI ensure that a 
producer, or an agent of the producer acting 
on the producer’s behalf, may report infor-
mation (including geospatial information) to 
USDA either electronically or convention-
ally; that upon the request of the producer or 
the agent of the producer, USDA must elec-
tronically share with the producer or the 
agent of the producer, in real time and with-
out cost, common land unit data, related 
farm level data, and other information of the 
producer; that this reporting and sharing of 
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information must comply with existing pri-
vacy requirements. The substitute also pro-
vides an additional $10 million to the Farm 
Service Agency on October 1, 2014 if the Sec-
retary notifies the Agriculture Committees 
of Congress by September 30, 2014 that sub-
stantial progress has been made in imple-
menting ACRSI and the reporting and shar-
ing requirements of this section. An addi-
tional $10 million is also provided to FSA if 
by September 30, 2015 the Secretary reports 
to the Agriculture Committees that these re-
quirements have been fully implemented and 
the Committees concur, with the added fund-
ing available on the later of the date of con-
currence or October 1, 2015. The substitute 
further provides that of the base amount of 
implementation dollars provided to FSA 
under this section, $3 million is to be pro-
vided by the Secretary to state extension 
services or equivalent agencies for producer 
education concerning subtitles A, D, and E of 
this title and under section 196 of the Fed-
eral Agriculture Improvement and Reform 
Act of 1996. The substitute also requires the 
Secretary to engage one or more qualified 
universities to develop web-based decision 
aids to assist producers in understanding 
available options under subtitle A, with the 
FSA required to obligate funds for this pur-
pose within 30 days of enactment of the 
Farm Bill and web-based decision aids to be 
made available to producers via the internet 
within 45 days, and with $3 million provided 
for this purpose. Finally, the substitute pro-
vides loan implementation requirements. 
(Section 1613) 

The Managers intend by this section and 
the implementation section within the Crop 
Insurance Title of this Act for the Secretary 
to undertake the streamlining efforts pre-
scribed. As part of the implementation of 
ACRSI, the Managers intend for the Sec-
retary to provide for an expedited means for 
the reporting and sharing of information as 
required under this section. The Managers 
would particularly note that this informa-
tion is the private and proprietary informa-
tion of the producer and, as such, is strictly 
protected by statute from disclosure, with 
very limited and specifically prescribed ex-
ceptions, including disclosures made upon 
the consent of the agricultural producer or 
owner of the agricultural land. The Man-
agers intend that an agent of the producer 
evidence the consent of the producer when 
acting on the producer’s behalf in the report-
ing and sharing of information in a manner 
that complies with the requirements of sec-
tion 1619 of the 2008 Farm Bill and without 
unnecessarily encumbering or delaying the 
reporting and sharing. 

The Managers also intend that regulations 
be quickly finalized to allow a Farm Storage 
Facility Loan of up to $100,000 with no addi-
tional security. The Managers recognize that 
the Farm Service Agency had properly im-
plemented the program in this manner, con-
sistent with Congressional intent, from Au-
gust of 2012 to February of 2013 before the 
program reverted back to $50,000 with no ad-
ditional security. The Managers commend 
FSA for the agency’s work to fulfill Congres-
sional intent and intend that regulations to 
allow a Farm Storage Facility Loan of 
$100,000 with no additional security be final-
ized and implemented without further delay. 

The Managers intend, with respect to loan 
implementation, that the Secretary would 
use the authority provided to carry out loans 
described in subsection (d) in a manner 
where the loans to producers would be ad-
ministered as though an order described in 
that subsection had not been issued for that 
crop year. The Managers intend that the ad-
ministration of this subsection not result in 
the disruption or delay in the orderly mar-
keting of commodities under loans. The 

Managers intend that a producer that repays 
a loan under subtitles B or C at an amount 
equal to the loan rate for the applicable com-
modity plus interest must repay the amount 
that is provided pursuant to subsection (d). 
The Managers do not intend that the amount 
provided pursuant to subsection (d) be repaid 
in the case of a producer receiving a loan de-
ficiency payment, a marketing loan gain 
benefit, or a benefit derived from the for-
feiture of a commodity. 
(52) Protection of Producer Information 

The House bill prohibits the Secretary of 
Agriculture or officials or employees of 
other federal agencies from releasing certain 
information given to the government pursu-
ant to Title I or Title II of this Act or other 
information provided by a producer or owner 
of agricultural land in order to participate in 
USDA or other federal agency programs. The 
section provides for limited exceptions to 
the rule and a requirement that disclosures 
made under these exceptions be reported to 
the Agriculture Committees. (Section 1613) 

The Senate amendment has no comparable 
provision. 

The Conference substitute deletes the 
House provision. 

Title II—Conservation 
SUBTITLE A—CONSERVATION RESERVE 

PROGRAM 
(1) Extension and Enrollment Requirements 

The House bill amends the maximum acres 
as follows: 27,500,000 acres in fiscal year 2014; 
26,000,000 acres in fiscal year 2015; 25,000,000 
acres in fiscal year 2016; 24,000,000 acres in 
fiscal year 2017; and 24,000,000 acres in fiscal 
year 2018. Additionally, the House bill caps 
grassland enrollment at 2,000,000 acres at any 
one time. (Section 2001) 

The Senate amendment amends the max-
imum acres as follows: 30,000,000 acres in fis-
cal year 2014; 27,500,000 acres in fiscal year 
2015; 26,500,000 acres in fiscal year 2016; 
25,500,000 acres in fiscal year 2017; and 
25,000,000 acres in fiscal year 2018. Addition-
ally, the Senate amendment caps grassland 
enrollment at 1,500,000 acres at any one time. 
(Section 2001) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 2001) 

The Managers agreed to an overall reduc-
tion in the maximum acres that could be en-
rolled in the Conservation Reserve Program 
(CRP), however, this should not serve as an 
indicator of declining support for CRP. The 
Managers intend for CRP to be implemented 
at authorized levels, using the statutory 
flexibility, and for the program to continue 
as one of USDA’s key conservation programs 
in concert with working lands conservation 
efforts. 

Within the overall acreage cap, the Con-
ference substitute provides for grasslands to 
be enrolled in CRP and authorizes the Sec-
retary to grant priority to lands expiring 
from current CRP contracts that will retain 
grass cover. This modification accommo-
dates acreage that previously would have 
been eligible for short-term rental contracts 
under the Grassland Reserve Program (GRP) 
for working grasslands. 

The specific priority designations for the 
Chesapeake Bay Region, the Great Lakes Re-
gion, and the Long Island Sound Region are 
removed. The authority for the Secretary to 
designate conservation priority areas is re-
tained, recognizing the importance of the 
program for addressing regional and State- 
identified areas of special environmental 
sensitivity. 
(2) Farmable Wetland Program 

The House bill decreases the overall cap to 
750,000 acres. (Section 2002) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable amendments and maintains the cur-
rent law cap of 1,000,000. (Section 2002) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment to in-
clude a clerical amendment from the Senate 
language. (Section 2002) 
(3) Duties of the Secretary 

The House bill amends current law by 
striking ‘‘allotment history’’ and by moving 
out certain activities from section 1232(a)(8). 
Additionally, the House bill permits certain 
activities in case of drought or other emer-
gency caused by a natural disaster where the 
activity may occur without a reduction in 
the rental rate. The bill includes a reduction 
of not less than 25 percent of the rental rate 
and establishes the frequency during which 
managed harvesting may be conducted as 
not more than once every three years. The 
bill also establishes the frequency during 
which routine grazing may occur at not 
more than once every two years and adds a 
new subsection that requires the Secretary 
to permit certain haying and grazing prac-
tices on grasslands specifically. Lastly, it in-
cludes a provision for individuals with expir-
ing contracts to initiate conservation and 
land improvement practices in the final year 
of contract. To comply, an owner or operator 
must develop and implement a conservation 
plan for these activities. Re-enrollment of 
such lands is prohibited for five years. (Sec-
tion 2004) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House. However, it specifies flooding as an 
emergency for the purposes of carrying out 
certain activities without a reduction in the 
rental rate payment. Such other emergencies 
do not need to be a result of a natural dis-
aster. Additionally, the Senate amendment 
allows for limited grazing by a beginning 
farmer or rancher without any reduction in 
the rental rate and includes habitat during 
the primary nesting season for critical birds. 
The Senate amendment establishes a fre-
quency during which managed harvesting 
may be conducted at least once every five 
but not more than once every three years 
and allows for prescribed grazing for the con-
trol of invasive species to occur annually. 
The frequency for routine grazing is similar 
to the House bill. However, the Senate 
amendment specifies that the Secretary 
must take into account the presence of 
threatened or endangered wildlife and wild-
life habitat and requires conservation and 
land improvement practices in the last year 
of the contract to maintain the protection of 
highly erodible land. Lastly, it states that 
the annual payment amount shall be reduced 
by an amount commensurate with any in-
come or compensation received as a result of 
these activities. (Section 2004) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision by eliminating ‘‘allotment 
history.’’ The substitute adopts the Senate 
language including flooding or other emer-
gencies as an emergency not a result of a 
natural disaster and adds limited grazing by 
livestock of a beginning farmer or rancher 
without a reduction in rental rate. 

The Conference substitute did not specify 
the range of situations under which CRP 
could be used to mitigate the impacts on ag-
ricultural producers resulting from adverse 
and extreme weather events or conditions. 
While these acres can provide additional for-
age when they are located within the dis-
aster footprint, these forages also could as-
sist in meeting livestock forage needs when 
near to the affected area, or when CRP con-
tract holders are willing to make their for-
age available to those affected by the emer-
gency, or when flooding displaces grazing 
livestock. The Managers expect the Sec-
retary to make this forage available in re-
sponse to disasters that affect other pro-
ducers without regard to the location of the 
enrolled lands. This section establishes the 
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frequency of harvesting and routine grazing 
on acres enrolled in CRP contracts, con-
sistent with a conservation plan, and pro-
vides for the incidental use of buffers adja-
cent to agricultural lands. 

Authorized activities for newly eligible 
grasslands include grazing, haying, mowing, 
or harvesting for seed production. The Sec-
retary shall permit activities such as fire 
pre-suppression, rehabilitation and construc-
tion of fire breaks, fencing, livestock water-
ing, and necessary cultural practices. These 
uses of the land are consistent with those al-
lowed for existing GRP rental contracts and 
are carried over here to align with the au-
thorized activities for those grasslands to be 
enrolled in the conservation reserve. 

The substitute adopts the Senate provision 
on primary nesting season with an amend-
ment to change critical birds to birds in the 
local area that are in significant decline. 

The substitute adopts the Senate language 
on managed harvesting frequency, prescribed 
grazing for invasive species, and installation 
of wind turbines. 

The substitute adopts the Senate provision 
on land improvement and practices in the 
last year of the contract with an amend-
ment. The amendment limits applicability 
to enrolled land and clarifies that the land 
can be used for economic use. (Section 2004) 
Provisions are added to allow conservation 
and land improvement practices in the final 
year of a contract, with a commensurate re-
duction in rental value only when the partic-
ipant derives economic benefit from use of 
the forage. Re-enrollment of lands modified 
through this provision is prohibited for at 
least five years. 

The Managers intend that the intensity of 
all specified activities permitted by the revi-
sions to Section 1233(b) of current law be 
conducted in accordance with the param-
eters outlined in the statute. The Conference 
substitute also requires that specified activi-
ties are carried out in accordance with soil, 
water quality, and wildlife habitat conserva-
tion plans to control invasive species while 
also maintaining the health and viability of 
the established cover. The Secretary should 
not require management activities at the 
specified frequency when it is determined to 
be technically unnecessary for the cover be-
cause drought, fire, or other factors have re-
duced the need for such cover management 
action. Additionally, the Secretary, with ad-
vice from State Technical Committees, shall 
ensure that the frequency and duration of all 
specified activities permitted are reflected in 
associated conservation plans appropriate 
for the local climatic conditions, precipita-
tion, soils, and other necessary factors in 
order to meet the purposes of the program. 

The revisions made to section 1233(b)(2) of 
the current statute clarify the intent of the 
Managers to expand some uses of the con-
servation reserve when the activities are 
consistent with and/or beneficial to the 
health and viability of the established cover. 
In doing so, the Managers focused on grass-
lands-related activities since grasslands are 
the predominant cover for the program. The 
Managers intend for this to be sufficient au-
thority to allow such activities to occur 
when doing so would be a similar benefit to 
the health and vigor of the cover. For exam-
ple, the pre-commercial thinning of pine 
plantings, or the harvesting of pine straw 
may be allowed with commensurate reduc-
tion of rental rates if these activities would 
be a technically accepted activity for im-
proving the health and viability of the stand, 
as reflected in the conservation plan. The 
Managers encourage the Secretary to utilize 
options other than burning for the disposal 
of residue removed from CRP lands, as well 
as lands enrolled in a conservation easement, 
for contract management and maintenance. 

The Managers suggest the Secretary coordi-
nate with state government officials to do-
nate this residue to Indian tribes, small and 
disadvantaged farmers or other similar per-
sons or entities. 
(4) Payments 

The House bill amends the payment sec-
tion of CRP by eliminating in-kind pay-
ments. (Section 2005) 

The Senate amendment allows for incen-
tive payments for thinning activities and al-
lows for the National Agricultural Statistics 
Service (NASS) survey of dryland cash rental 
rates to be used as a factor in determining 
rental rates, as determined by the Secretary. 
In addition to eliminating in-kind payments, 
the Senate amendment adds requirements 
that payments be made using funds from the 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment strikes the Commodity Credit 
Corporation payment requirement. (Section 
2005) The Managers recommend that the new 
authority provided under section 1234(c) is 
used by the Secretary to incentivize owners 
and operators to conduct practices and uti-
lize management tools that would promote 
forest management, enhance the overall 
health of tree stands, improve the condition 
of resources, or provide valuable habitat for 
wildlife. Such practices and management 
tools should be used to encourage land-
owners to promote pine savannah habitat or 
other beneficial resource wildlife habitat 
practices such as tree thinning, disking, and 
prescribed burning. Further, the Managers 
intend for the Secretary to determine any 
other appropriate practices and management 
tools that could be employed to achieve the 
objective of the provision. The Managers ac-
knowledge that similar authority was pro-
vided by the Food, Conservation, and Energy 
Act of 2008, but it did not achieve the goal of 
incentivizing owners and operators to con-
duct the necessary practices that section 
1234(c) is intended to remedy. Under some 
situations, local market conditions will 
greatly affect the cost of implementing the 
appropriate forest management practices 
making them costly and difficult to imple-
ment. The Managers expect USDA to use the 
authority under section 1234(c) to provide in-
centive payments in an amount that will 
overcome any disincentive for owners and 
operators to implement these practices in 
order to improve the condition of the re-
sources, promote forest management or the 
enhance the wildlife habitat on the land. 

The Managers intend that CRP continue as 
one of USDA’s key conservation programs. 
The Managers remain concerned, however, 
that USDA does not offer annual payments 
to producers commensurate with local pre-
vailing rental rates to ensure that enroll-
ment is competitive with other land uses. 
The 2008 Farm Bill authorized the use of 
NASS surveys of cropland values; even so, 
the Managers are aware that in some parts 
of the country, CRP rental rates continue to 
trail—in some cases by a large margin—local 
prevailing rental rates. The Managers intend 
for USDA to use NASS survey data and other 
local data on cash rental rates and farmland 
prices, developed through land grant univer-
sities or other sources. The Managers expect 
USDA to review this data at least annually, 
and update CRP rental rates to reflect local 
prevailing rental rates. 
(5) Contract Requirements 

The House bill updates the early termi-
nation provisions to allow for an early ter-
mination option in fiscal year 2015 only of a 
contract that has been in effect for five years 
and expands the list of land that is eligible 
for early termination. Additionally, the 
House bill makes adjustments to the transi-

tion option provisions language to allow a 
retired farmer or rancher to transfer land to 
a beginning farmer or rancher to prepare 
such land to plant an agricultural crop. (Sec-
tion 2006) 

The Senate amendment adds ‘‘veteran 
farmer or rancher’’. (Section 2006) 

The Conference substitute adopts both the 
House and Senate provisions with amend-
ment changing the year for offering early 
termination to fiscal year 2015. (Section 2006) 

The Managers are concerned that USDA 
has not been fully utilizing CRP technical 
assistance authorities and funding enacted 
in the 2008 Farm Bill for agency infrastruc-
ture, including outreach, training, and other 
technical services. The Managers expect 
USDA to better utilize this authority for in-
ternal support and to support outreach and 
partnerships with non-governmental organi-
zations and other qualified entities to ensure 
that producers and landowners are fully 
aware of their options under the program. 

The Managers also encourage USDA to 
continue to make their staff available to at-
tend meetings of agricultural producers at 
the local, State and national level to educate 
and inform producers of the programs avail-
able to meet natural resource needs on their 
operations. 

The Managers direct the Secretary to, 
within one year of enactment, report to Con-
gress on the quality of land currently en-
rolled in CRP based on the land capability 
classification system, the erodibility index, 
other eligible lands criteria, and natural re-
source benefits. The report should include 
justification for using the prescribed envi-
ronmental benefits index threshold for any 
acres enrolled into the program after enact-
ment. The Secretary shall complete such a 
report five years thereafter and include the 
same information on land quality and deci-
sions to enroll types of acres based on the 
environmental benefits index. If the decision 
is made to use a different environmental 
benefits index threshold or methodology for 
making decisions to enroll program con-
tracts, reasons for the decision should be in-
cluded in the report. 

Additionally the Managers direct the Sec-
retary, within two years of enactment, to 
complete a comprehensive economic impact 
study that specifically evaluates the impact 
the CRP has had on rural communities. The 
report should include the average county 
rental rates and rental rates paid for CRP 
land. 

The Managers support ongoing USDA ef-
forts to target the CRP through enrollment 
of highly-desirable practices such as buffers, 
filter strips, riparian buffers, acreage of im-
portance to States and local communities, 
certain wetlands, duck and upland bird habi-
tat buffers, highly erodible land, longleaf 
pine, and pollinator habitat. This widely- 
supported targeting effort ensures that crit-
ical acreage is protected and productive land 
remains available for production. The Man-
agers intend that USDA accelerate this evo-
lution of targeted practices to include im-
portant natural resource priorities. Exam-
ples of such priorities include: water quality 
and quantity, wildlife habitat, and recre-
ation purposes. The Managers encourage the 
Secretary to include the use of potentially 
larger tracts than have previously been 
awarded a contract in order to continue 
meeting wildlife habitat needs. 

In addition to the Managers’ intention 
that USDA expand the use of continuous and 
Conservation Reserve Enhancement Program 
(CREP) practices, the Managers understand 
that there are concerns in regard to the De-
partment’s operation of certain continuous 
practices, including State Acres for Wildlife 
Enhancement or so-called ‘‘SAFE’’ acres. 
The Managers encourage the Secretary to 
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continue efforts to meet the demand for 
these practices, which have proved popular 
in some states. The Managers also expect the 
Secretary to utilize these acres to meet de-
mand for acreage that will impact threat-
ened or endangered species or species of eco-
nomic significance in a state or region. 

The Managers also intend that the provi-
sions in section 2602 regarding availability of 
Commodity Credit Corporation funding for 
farm bill conservation programs will ensure 
the Department has adequate acreage avail-
able to meet the demand for the various con-
tinuous practices. 

SUBTITLE B—CONSERVATION STEWARDSHIP 
PROGRAM 

(6) Conservation Stewardship Program 
The House bill amends the definitions sec-

tion to strike the definition of ‘‘conservation 
measurement tool’’ and thereby conform 
with later amendments; relocates the defini-
tion of ‘‘eligible land’’ and ‘‘agricultural op-
eration’’ to the definitions section; adds pas-
ture land to the list of eligible land; and ex-
pands other eligible agricultural areas to 
land capable of being used for livestock pro-
duction. Additionally, it reauthorized the 
program for FY 2014 through 2018. It states 
that to be eligible for CSP, a producer must 
demonstrate that, at the time of the con-
tract offer, the producer meets or exceeds 
the stewardship threshold for at least two 
priority resource concerns. The House bill 
also states that in order to renew the con-
tract, the producer must demonstrate com-
pliance with the initial contract, agree to 
adopt and continue to integrate conservation 
activities, and at a minimum meet or exceed 
the threshold of at least two additional pri-
ority resource concerns or exceed the thresh-
old for two existing priority resource con-
cerns. Also, the House bill provides an an-
nual enrollment limitation of 8,695,000 acres 
for FY 2014 through 2021 and provides for ad-
ditional payments to producers that agree to 
adopt or improve resource conserving crop 
rotations. (Section 2101) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House bill, but does not include ‘‘capable of 
being used’’ for the production of livestock; 
adds improving and conserving the quality 
and condition of natural resources on pur-
pose; and states that to be eligible for a pay-
ment under the Conservation Stewardship 
Program (CSP), a producer must dem-
onstrate that, at the time of the contract 
offer, the producer is meeting the steward-
ship threshold for at least two priority re-
source concerns. Also, the amendment re-
quires producers to agree to, at a minimum, 
meet or exceed the stewardship threshold for 
at least two additional priority resource con-
cerns. Additionally, the Senate amendment 
provides an annual enrollment limitation of 
10,348,000 acres for FY 2012 through 2022. 
(Section 2101) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision to include land capable of 
being used for livestock production in the 
definition of other eligible land. Section 
1238D in the Conference substitute stream-
lines and consolidates key definitions for the 
program. The meaning of agricultural oper-
ation is consistent with current law. Con-
servation activities involve conservation 
systems, practices, and management meas-
ures. The term has an inclusive plain lan-
guage meaning to encompass, for example, 
conservation planning. The Managers recog-
nize that in developing a conservation plan, 
a producer incurs significant costs in time, 
labor, management, and foregone income. 
The specific mention in the statute of inclu-
sions does not exclude conservation activi-
ties that are otherwise within the definition. 
The definition of conservation stewardship 
plan makes it clear the plan is to inventory 

and identify priority resource concerns and 
to contain the additional specified elements 
encompassing new as well as existing con-
servation activities. Eligible land is defined 
to mean private and tribal land on which ag-
ricultural commodities, livestock, or forest- 
related products are produced plus associ-
ated land on which priority resource con-
cerns could be addressed through a contract 
under the program. 

A priority resource concern is defined to 
mean a natural resource concern or problem 
that is identified at the national, state, or 
local level as a priority for a particular area, 
and that represents a significant concern in 
a state or region that is likely to be ad-
dressed successfully through implementing 
conservation activities. The Managers un-
derstand that the process of identifying pri-
ority resource concerns should involve con-
sultation at the state and local levels to the 
maximum extent practicable, such as with 
State Technical Committees and local work 
groups. The stewardship threshold is the 
level of management required to conserve 
and improve the quality and condition of a 
natural resource. The stewardship threshold 
for a natural resource is a science-based 
standard at an advanced level of conserva-
tion providing for the long-term continued 
productivity, use, and quality of the re-
source. 

The substitute adopts the Senate provision 
that includes improving and conserving the 
quality and condition of natural resources as 
a program purpose. 

The substitute adopts the House provision 
relating to the requirement that the pro-
ducer meet or exceed the stewardship thresh-
old of at least two priority resource con-
cerns. It further adopts the House provision 
on the contract renewal requirement that 
the producer meet at least two additional re-
source concerns or exceed two existing re-
source concerns. The Managers encourage 
the Secretary to place emphasis on adopting 
new practices; with new contracts addressing 
at least one additional priority resource con-
cern and renewing contracts that address at 
least two priority resource concerns. 

The substitute also adopts the House pro-
vision which allows eligible producers to re-
ceive supplemental payments for making im-
provements to resource-conserving crop ro-
tations. The Managers intend for the supple-
mental payment to encourage producers to 
adopt new or additional beneficial crop rota-
tions that provide significant conservation 
benefits. The payments are to be available to 
producers across the country and should not 
be limited to a particular crop, cropping sys-
tem, or region of the country. In the South-
east, peanuts are an example of a crop that 
responds well to increased rotation lengths, 
which help peanut producers, conserve 
water, more effectively control disease, and 
reduce inputs to control disease and increase 
productivity. Alfalfa is another important 
rotation crop in many parts of the country 
and plays a role in adding value to a pro-
ducer’s operation as well as providing nat-
ural resource benefits. The Managers recog-
nizes the very significant contributions that 
sorghum has made to resource conservation 
as a water-conserving crop and expects the 
Secretary to include sorghum in any supple-
mental payments for resource conserving 
crop rotations made available under the 
CSP. 

The substitute lists six criteria for ranking 
contract offers, prohibits giving a higher 
ranking to a contract offer based on the ap-
plicant’s willingness to accept a reduced 
payment, and allows the development and 
use of additional criteria to ensure national, 
state, and local priority resource concerns 
are addressed effectively. Such additional 
criteria, should they be developed and used, 

are not to supersede or be more heavily 
weighted than the six statutory ranking cri-
teria. The language includes as one of six 
ranking factors ‘‘the number of applicable 
priority resource concerns proposed to be 
treated to meet or exceed the stewardship 
threshold by the end of the contract.’’ The 
Managers expect that, in using this factor to 
rank applications, the Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) will verify not 
only the number of priority resource con-
cerns proposed to be treated at the initial 
application ranking stage, but also the ex-
tent to which the conservation activity pro-
posed for the priority resource concern will 
meet or exceed the stewardship threshold for 
that priority resource concern at the expira-
tion of the contract. 

The substitute includes an annual enroll-
ment cap of 10,000,000 acres at $18/acre for the 
program for the remainder of fiscal year 2014 
through fiscal year 2022. (Section 2101) 

The Secretary shall prioritize for enroll-
ment in the program lands that are expiring 
from the CRP in an effort to protect the tax-
payer’s conservation investment by con-
tinuing conservation benefits on those lands 
and enabling the transition from CRP to a 
sustainable grass-based or other type of agri-
cultural operation where many of the con-
servation benefits will continue. The Man-
agers encourage the Secretary to conduct 
outreach to producers and to facilitate en-
rollment of such land into the CSP in order 
to maintain and improve conservation val-
ues, such as through grass-based production 
systems. The subsection also updates the 
provision excluding land recently converted 
to cropland. 

The Managers believe conservation pro-
grams as implemented by USDA should rec-
ognize the use of innovative technology such 
as enhanced efficiency fertilizers. Enhanced 
efficiency fertilizers, which reduce nitrate 
losses to the environment, help protect 
water quality, and reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions, include slow- and controlled-re-
lease fertilizers (absorbed, coated, occluded 
or reacted) and stabilized nitrogen fertilizers 
(nitrification inhibitors and nitrogen stabi-
lizers). These tools are recognized in USDA’s 
conservation standards and specifications for 
nutrient management and related practices 
and by State regulators of fertilizers. 

The Managers recognizes the changing na-
ture of agriculture including technological 
advances, weather-related factors, and mar-
kets under which producers must operate 
their business. During the term of a 5–year 
agreement, an agriculture operation may 
make adjustments in production systems in 
response to the changing markets, weather- 
related causes, or other necessary actions es-
sential to the continuing their operation. 
The Managers expect that the Secretary will 
ensure producers have the opportunity to ad-
just their operations while maintaining com-
parable or enhanced conservation perform-
ance of the enrolled acreage and still con-
tinuing their contracts. 

Subtitle C—Environmental Quality 
Incentives Program 

(7) Establishment and Administration 
The House bill states that not more than 50 

percent of a payment under the Environ-
mental Quality Incentives Program (EQIP) 
may be made in advance for the purpose of 
purchasing materials or contracting. Funds 
not expended in 90 days shall be returned. 
Additionally, the bill maintains the 60 per-
cent allocation for livestock production and 
adds a 7.5 percent allocation targeted to-
wards practices benefiting wildlife habitat. 
The House bill also provides a clerical 
amendment using the term ‘‘Indian Tribes’’. 
The bill includes payments to producers for 
practices that support the restoration, devel-
opment, protection, and improvement of 
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wildlife habitat as well as recurring prac-
tices for the term of the contract. It also 
adds a new provision for alternative funding 
arrangements with eligible irrigation asso-
ciations. (Section 2202) 

The Senate amendment changes the prac-
tices for forgone income payment and gives 
greater significance to addressing resource 
concerns such as: soil health; water quality 
and quantity improvement; nutrient man-
agement; pest management; air quality im-
provement; wildlife habitat development, in-
cluding pollinator habitat; invasive species 
management; or other resource issues of re-
gional or national significance. Additionally, 
the amendment maintains and consolidates 
the authority for the Wildlife Habitat Incen-
tive Program (WHIP) within EQIP. The 
amendment also maintains the 60 percent al-
location for livestock production, provides 
at least a 5 percent allocation targeted to-
wards practices benefiting wildlife habitat, 
and strikes the subsection providing for al-
ternative funding arrangements for Native 
American Indian Tribes and Alaska Native 
Corporations. Additionally, the alternative 
funding arrangement provision is expanded 
to include CSP. The Senate amendment does 
not include recurring practices for the term 
of the contract and requires the Secretary to 
consult at least once a year with the State 
Technical Committees when determining 
practices eligible for wildlife habitat incen-
tive payments. The Secretary may make 
wildlife habitat incentive payments to a 
state or local government to enroll land that 
is riparian to or submerged under a water 
body or wetland. (Section 2202) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision updating the list of practices 
the Secretary may give special significance 
to in determining income forgone with an 
amendment. The list is revised to better re-
flect natural resource objectives. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with amendment regarding the 
revision of the practice list the Secretary 
may give special significance to when deter-
mining income forgone. The Managers in-
tend for the revision to better reflect natural 
resource objectives and to clarify that con-
servation practices with a longer lifespan 
may include more than one year of income 
forgone when it is necessary to encourage 
full adoption and maintenance of the prac-
tice. 

The substitute adopts the House provision 
that increases the percentage of an EQIP 
payment that may be made in advance for 
the purposes of purchasing materials and 
contracting from 30 percent to 50 percent. 

The substitute adopts the Senate provision 
that maintains the 60 percent allocation for 
livestock production and further provides for 
an allocation of at least 5 percent for tar-
geted practices benefiting wildlife habitat. It 
further adopts the Senate provision striking 
alternative funding arrangements for Indian 
Tribes as a conforming amendment to [sec-
tion 2606] which moves the alternative fund-
ing arrangement for EQIP, while adding 
CSP, to section 1244(l) of the Food Security 
Act of 1985, as amended. The Managers recog-
nize the broad and significant role of the 
EQIP program in promoting environmental 
stewardship among livestock and poultry 
producers around the country and maintains 
that 60% of the funding allocation go to 
these producers. Within six months of enact-
ment, USDA is directed to report to the 
House Committee on Agriculture and Senate 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry on funds spent over the duration of 
the last Farm Bill and on whether NRCS has 
met its statutory obligations. 

The substitute adopts the Senate provision 
on payments to producers for practices that 
support the restoration, development, pro-

tection, and improvement of wildlife habitat. 
The Managers acknowledge the need to con-
solidate and streamline conservation pro-
grams which is why WHIP was merged with-
in EQIP with the primary goal to provide 
farmers and ranchers with assistance to im-
prove wildlife habitat on working lands. 

The substitute deletes the House provision 
for alternative funding arrangements with 
eligible irrigation associations. 

The substitute adopts the Senate provision 
requiring the Secretary to consult at least 
once a year with the State Technical Com-
mittees when determining eligible practices 
for wildlife habitat incentive payments. The 
Managers intend that under section 
1240B(g)(2) regarding funding of wildlife habi-
tat practices, the Secretary should prioritize 
fish and wildlife species identified in State, 
regional, or national wildlife plans and ini-
tiatives. However, the Managers did not in-
clude the Senate provision that would allow 
for wildlife habitat incentive payments to a 
state or local government to enroll land that 
is riparian to or submerged under a water 
body or wetland. (Section 2203) 
(8) Limitations on Payments 

The House bill provides for a payment lim-
itation of $450,000 to a person or legal entity 
for all EQIP contracts entered during FY 
2014 through FY 2018. (Section 2205) 

The Senate amendment maintains the 
$300,000 payment limitation but strikes the 
six year period timeframe and inserts FY 
2014 through FY 2018. The amendment also 
maintains the waiver authority ‘‘for not 
more than $450,000’’ in current law. (Section 
2205) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 2206) 
(9) Conservation Innovation Grants 

The House bill adds facilitating on-farm 
research and demonstration activities and 
facilitating pilot testing of new technologies 
or innovative conservation practices to the 
types of project the Secretary may fund with 
Conservation Innovation Grants. Addition-
ally, the bill eliminates payments to pro-
ducers who implement practices to address 
air quality concerns. (Section 2206) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment to in-
clude payments to producers who implement 
practices to address air quality concerns at a 
reduced funding level of $25 million. (Section 
2207) The Managers intend for there to be in-
creased transparency by USDA in the area of 
innovative conservation projects and moni-
toring that these innovative conservation 
approaches are later incorporated into com-
mon conservation practices. 
(10) Definitions 

The Senate amendment combines the defi-
nitions of ‘‘National Organic Program’’ and 
‘‘Organic System Plan’’ for simplification 
purposes. (Section 2202) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 2202) 

Section 1240B of the Food Security Act of 
1985, as amended, provides the Secretary the 
option to accept financial assistance from 
other sources. The Secretary should not cre-
ate additional burdens on the participant, 
state or private organization in an effort to 
account for non-Federal resources provided 
in support of conservation practices installed 
under the program by this authority. 

The Managers intend that conservation 
programs should recognize the use of innova-
tive technology, such as enhanced efficiency 
fertilizers (e.g., slow and controlled-release 
fertilizers, stabilized nitrogen fertilizers). 

This innovative technology can help pro-
ducers to protect water quality and reduce 
greenhouse emissions, and are recognized by 
State regulators of fertilizers. In the case of 
EQIP applications involving manure-to-en-
ergy projects, the Managers encourage the 
Secretary to consider whether the projects 
include an integrative approach to address-
ing nutrient management and water quality 
issues. 

Additionally, the Managers encourage 
NRCS to evaluate its education program and 
make sure that it is providing all potential 
users within each state an opportunity to be-
come educated about the EQIP program and 
how each farmer can incorporate EQIP into 
their farm stewardship management plans. 
There is concern that not all producers may 
be fully aware of all of the services, prac-
tices, components, and other information 
needed to participate fully in farm bill con-
servation programs. The state NRCS offices 
shall notify producers, in a readily accessible 
and understandable form, the practices 
available that may be applicable to various 
livestock species and crops. These notifica-
tions shall also include the payment levels 
available and the period in which payment 
for a particular practice is available. The 
Managers also request a breakdown of live-
stock and poultry operation practices avail-
able by state, and what practices were fund-
ed in each state to be included in the report. 
Finally, the Managers encourage USDA to 
continue to make their staff available to at-
tend meetings of agricultural producers at 
the local, State and national level to educate 
and inform producers of the programs avail-
able to meet natural resource and energy ef-
ficiency needs on their operations. 

Subtitle D—Agricultural Conservation 
Easement Program 

(11) Agricultural Conservation Easement Pro-
gram 

The House bill states the definition of ‘‘ag-
ricultural land easement’’ for the purposes of 
the new Agricultural Conservation Easement 
Program (ACEP). The House bill includes 
land that is conveyed for the purpose of pro-
tecting natural resources and the agriculture 
nature of the land. It also provides the defi-
nition of ‘‘eligible land’’ in the case of an ag-
ricultural land easement. It includes agricul-
tural land that the protection of which will 
further a State or local policy consistent 
with the purposes of the program. Addition-
ally, there is a definition of ‘‘eligible land’’ 
in the case of a wetland easement. The bill 
provides that eligible land includes cropland 
or grassland that was used for agricultural 
production prior to the natural overflow of a 
closed basin lake and adjacent land depend-
ent on it, if the State or other entity is will-
ing to provide 50 percent cost-share. It pro-
vides for an exception for grasslands of spe-
cial environmental significance by allowing 
the Secretary to pay up to 75 percent of the 
fair market value as the Federal cost-share 
of the easement. It authorizes an eligible en-
tity to use its own terms and conditions for 
an agricultural land easement as long as the 
Secretary determines such terms and condi-
tions meet several requirements, and estab-
lishes the use of permanent easements or 
easements for the maximum duration al-
lowed under State law for agricultural land 
easements. The bill establishes the method 
of enrollment for wetland easements and 
deems 30-year contracts to be considered 30– 
year easements for the purposes of the wet-
lands easements and establishes a land own-
ership requirement of 24–months. It also pro-
vides that, among other things, an owner en-
tering into a wetland easement shall agree 
to permanently retire any existing base his-
tory. The bill states a wetland easement 
must include, among other things, a term or 
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condition that provides for the efficient and 
effective establishment of wildlife functions 
and values, and the bill allows the Secretary 
to delegate any easement management, mon-
itoring, and enforcement responsibilities to 
Federal or State agencies that have the ap-
propriate authority, expertise and resources. 
It adds authority for the Secretary to dele-
gate any easement management responsibil-
ities to other conservation organizations de-
termined by the Secretary. Lastly, it allo-
cates funding for agricultural land easement 
at no less than 40 percent in FY 2014 through 
2017 and no less than 50 percent in fiscal year 
2018, and amends the acreage limitation to 
include the repealed Wetlands Reserve Pro-
gram (WRP) acres when calculating the 25 
percent country acreage cap in addition to 
CRP and the new wetland easements. (Sec-
tion 2301) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House but adds the purpose of promoting ag-
riculture viability for future generations, 
adds agricultural land the protection of 
which could conserve grassland or agricul-
tural landscapes of significant ecological 
value, incorporates ‘‘reserve’’ into the defini-
tion of a wetland reserve easement, and does 
not include the 50 percent cost-share in-
cluded in the House for closed basin lakes. 
The Senate amendment includes the same 
exception as the House but also authorizes 
the Secretary to waive any portion of the el-
igible entity cash contribution requirement 
for projects of special significance, subject to 
an increase of private landowner voluntary 
donation equal to the amount of the waiver. 
It includes a requirement that the terms and 
conditions are permanent or for the max-
imum duration allowed under State law. It 
does not provide that 30–year contracts 
should be considered as 30–year easements 
for wetlands purposes. The amendment es-
tablishes a land ownership requirement of 
12–months and it also agrees to retire allot-
ment history as included in comparable pro-
vision of current law. In the amendment, the 
term or condition must provide for the effi-
cient and effective establishment of wetland 
functions and values. The amendment also 
allows the Secretary to delegate any ease-
ment management, monitoring, and enforce-
ment responsibilities to Federal or State 
agencies that have the appropriate author-
ity, expertise and resources or to other con-
servation organizations as determined by the 
Secretary. It includes a limitation that the 
Secretary shall not delegate monitoring or 
enforcement to conservation organizations. 
Finally, land enrolled in WRP, GRP, and 
Farmland Protection Program (FPP) are 
considered enrolled in the ACEP program, 
and the amendment adds to the current law 
exclusion for shelterbelts and windbreaks; 
wetland and saturated soils, not subjecting 
such cropland with subclass w in the land ca-
pability classes IV through VII. (Section 
2301) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision on promoting agriculture via-
bility for future generations with an amend-
ment. The amendment includes a reference 
to agricultural future viability in the Estab-
lishment and Purposes section while striking 
viability for future generations from the def-
inition of agricultural land easement (ALE). 
The amendment also adopts the Senate pro-
vision incorporating ‘‘reserve’’ in the defini-
tion of a wetland reserve easement. 

The substitute adopts the House definition 
of eligible land in the case of an agricultural 
land easement with an amendment. The 
amendment uses the Senate’s concept of bet-
ter incorporating grasslands into the defini-
tion. 

The substitute also adopts the House defi-
nition of eligible land in the case of a wet-
land reserve easement. The Managers do not 

intend for these slight modifications or ad-
justments to significantly alter the way 
NRCS has evaluated, ranked, enrolled and 
protected wetlands. 

The substitute adopts the Senate provision 
on the waiver of any portion of the cash con-
tribution requirement for projects of special 
significance with an amendment. The 
amendment limits the land to property that 
is in active agricultural production. To en-
sure the purpose of the GRP is appropriately 
included in ALE, the term ‘‘grassland of spe-
cial significance’’ is included as eligible 
lands for ALE. The term encompasses grass-
lands with high biodiversity values; large in-
tact natural grassland areas; rare or threat-
ened ecosystems; grasslands with critical 
ecosystem importance; and grasslands that 
meet any one or more of these values that 
are of importance to local communities and 
working agriculture land preservation ef-
forts. 

The substitute deletes the House provision 
that deems 30–year contracts as easements 
with an amendment. The amendment in-
cludes language in the definition of wetland 
reserve easement that gives the Secretary 
discretion to enter into 30-year contracts 
with Indian Tribes where relevant. 

The substitute adopts the House provision 
establishing a land ownership requirement of 
24–months and the House provision that 
strikes allotment history. The substitute 
adopts the Senate language on the adminis-
trative delegation of easements. The Man-
agers are aware that NRCS enters into coop-
erative agreements and Memorandums of 
Understanding with conservation groups and 
this provision does not prohibit NRCS from 
continuing these types of agreements under 
section 1242(d) of the Food Security Act of 
1985, as amended, to help administer and im-
plement easements. 

The substitute adopts the Senate language 
on land considered enrolled in ACEP with an 
amendment to clarify that this language is 
consistent with the transition language for 
the repealed programs. 

The substitute deletes the House provision 
on allocating ACEP funding between the two 
easements. The Managers expect NRCS to 
administer the ACEP funding, to the extent 
practicable, in a manner that allows for 
State flexibility to prioritize their easement 
needs while making sure that NRCS distrib-
utes funding to address the multiple pur-
poses of the new consolidated program. 

The Managers further intend for the Sec-
retary to have the flexibility to make adjust-
ments to this allocation based upon the De-
partment’s stewardship responsibilities for 
lands already enrolled as the easement port-
folio increases over time. 

The substitute further adopts the House 
provision amending the acreage limitation 
to include the cropland acreage currently en-
rolled under the WRP when calculating the 
25 percent country acreage cap in addition to 
CRP and the new wetland easements. 

The substitute adopts the Senate provision 
adding to the current law exclusion for 
shelterbelts and windbreaks, wetland and 
saturated soils, not subjecting such cropland 
with subclass w in the land capability classes 
IV through VII to statutory acreage limita-
tions. (Section 2301) 

SUBTITLE E—REGIONAL CONSERVATION 
PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM 

(12) Regional Conservation Partnership Pro-
gram 

The House bill provides the definition of 
‘‘eligible activity’’ for the new Regional Con-
servation Partnership Program (RCPP), 
which includes air quality improvement. It 
also provides the definition of ‘‘eligible 
land’’ and the definition of ‘‘eligible partner’’ 
for the new RCCP program, which includes a 

water district, irrigation district, rural 
water district or association, or other orga-
nization with specific water delivery author-
ity to producers on agricultural land. The 
bill establishes the duties of partners under 
RCPP including conducting outreach to pro-
ducers for potential participation, and allows 
the Secretary to give priority to certain ap-
plications. It gives the Secretary discretion 
to adjust program rules for a covered pro-
gram, and it allows the Secretary to make 
payments to producers participating in a 
project that addresses water quantity con-
cerns for five years in an amount sufficient 
to encourage conversion from irrigation to 
dryland farming. The bill provides $100 mil-
lion in mandatory funding during FY 2014 
through 2018, reserves 6 percent of funds and 
acres made available under the covered pro-
grams as additional funding to carry out 
RCPP, and requires the Secretary to allo-
cate, from all funds and acres of the pro-
gram, 25 percent to projects based on a State 
competitive process, 50 percent based on a 
national competitive process, and 25 percent 
for critical conservation areas. Additionally, 
the bill requires a report to Congress on De-
cember 31, 2014, and every two years there-
after. It states that the Secretary shall des-
ignate eight geographical areas as critical 
conservation areas under RCPP. Lastly, the 
bill also makes available to the Secretary 
the authorities under the Watershed Protec-
tion and Flood Prevention program (except 
the Small Watershed Rehabilitation Pro-
gram) to carry out projects in a designated 
critical conservation area. (Section 2401) 

The Senate amendment is similar to House 
except that it does not include air quality 
improvement or water district language. It 
does include forest restoration, specifies the 
conversion of irrigated cropland to the pro-
duction of less water-intensive agricultural 
commodities or dryland farming under water 
quality restoration or enhancement projects, 
includes a municipal water or wastewater 
treatment entity, and includes education 
along with outreach to producers for poten-
tial participation as a duty of partners under 
RCPP. The amendment requires the Sec-
retary to give priority to certain applica-
tions and allows the Secretary to give pri-
ority to others, and priority for providing in-
novation in the improvement and delivery of 
water quality or water quantity. Addition-
ally, the amendment provides operational 
guidance and requirements for a covered pro-
gram and non-statutory, regulatory rules or 
provisions. Further, it includes a provision 
prohibiting the Secretary from limiting eli-
gibility on the basis of irrigation history for 
States where irrigation has not been signifi-
cantly used for agricultural purposes. It re-
quires the Secretary to enter into at least 10 
but no more than 20 alternative funding ar-
rangements with multi-state water resource 
agencies or authorities. It also adds pro-
ducers participating in projects that address 
water quality concerns in an amount suffi-
cient to encourage adoption of practices that 
improve nutrient management, and provides 
$110 million of mandatory funding during FY 
2014 through 2018. The amendment reserves 8 
percent of funds and acres made available 
under the covered programs as additional 
funding to carry out RCPP. It requires the 
Secretary to allocate, from all funds and 
acres of the program, 25 percent to projects 
based on a State competitive process, 40 per-
cent based on a national competitive proc-
ess, and 35 percent for critical conservation 
areas, and also requires that a description of 
how the funds are being administered be in-
cluded in the report. The Secretary shall des-
ignate six geographical areas as critical con-
servation areas under RCPP. The critical 
conservation area designation expires after 
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five years, subject to redesignation. The Sec-
retary may withdraw from such area. (Sec-
tion 2401) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision on the definition of eligible 
activity with an amendment. The amend-
ment narrows the language and adds forest 
restoration as an eligible activity. 

The substitute adopts the House definition 
of eligible land. It further adopts the House 
definition of an eligible partner with an 
amendment. The amendment adds the Sen-
ate’s inclusion of water or wastewater treat-
ment entity as an eligible partner. 

The substitute adopts the Senate provision 
that includes education along with outreach 
as a duty of an eligible partner. 

The substitute adopts the House provision 
on priority to certain applications. 

The substitute adopts the Senate provision 
on operational guidance and requirements 
for a covered program and non-statutory, 
regulatory rules or provisions with clari-
fying amendments. It further adopts the 
Senate provision prohibiting the Secretary 
from limiting eligibility on the basis of irri-
gation history for States where irrigation 
has not been significantly used for agricul-
tural purposes. 

The substitute adopts the Senate provision 
that provides for alternative funding ar-
rangements with an amendment. The amend-
ment allows the Secretary to enter into no 
more than 20 alternative funding arrange-
ments with multi-state water resource agen-
cies but eliminates the requirement that the 
Secretary enter into at least 10 of the ar-
rangements. 

The substitute adopts the Senate provision 
on payments to producers for projects that 
address both water quantity and water qual-
ity. 

The substitute adopts the House manda-
tory funding level of $100 million and sets 
the percentage of acres reserved for the pro-
gram at 7 percent. 

The substitute adopts the Senate provision 
on the allocation of the percentage of the 
funds going to the states, the Department 
and reserved for critical conservation areas. 
It further adopts the Senate provision on re-
porting by the Department on how funds are 
being administered. 

The substitute adopts the House provision 
on the number of critical conservation areas 
with an amendment. The amendment in-
cludes the Senate provisions on expiration of 
and withdrawal from designation of the crit-
ical conservation area. 

The substitute includes the House provi-
sion on including authorities under P.L. 566 
in the Regional program. (Section 2401) 

The Managers encourage the Secretary to 
distribute funding equitably across the na-
tion and to not ignore different natural re-
source concerns that may be unique to each 
region. The substitute includes provisions 
from the Senate amendment regarding edu-
cation and outreach duties for partners, 
which the Managers view as a vital compo-
nent due to the important role those duties 
will have in the success of the program and 
in achieving large-scale conservation bene-
fits on the ground. The Managers recognize 
the existing capabilities of the land grant in-
stitutions in each state, including the Coop-
erative Extension Service system, which 
have a proven track record of effectively 
working with producers providing outreach 
and education, and encourage the Secretary 
and potential partners to seek ways to uti-
lize these existing resources and systems. 

The Managers intend that projects not be 
limited solely to geographic areas but that 
regional and non-contiguous multi-state 
areas be considered as well, provided that all 
program requirements are met. 

The Managers expect the contribution of 
the partner to be a significant portion of the 

overall costs. The Managers urge the Sec-
retary to resist defining this as a set per-
centage of the cost as a minimum standard 
to be applied to all applications. The Sec-
retary should evaluate the overall merits of 
each proposal and the significance of the 
partner’s contribution to the potential suc-
cessful implementation. There is concern 
that a set percentage might preclude pro-
posals from partners that require high finan-
cial assistance from USDA to the producer 
while the partner’s support is from a small-
er, but essential technical assistance con-
tribution. 
SUBTITLE F—OTHER CONSERVATION PROGRAMS 
(13) Conservation on Private Land 

The House bill reauthorizes the Conserva-
tion on Private Grazing Land program at 
previous levels of $60 million per year 
through FY 2018. (Section 2501) 

The Senate amendment reauthorizes the 
Conservation on Private Grazing Land pro-
gram at reduced level of $30 million per year 
through FY 2018. (Section 2501) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 2501) 
(14) Grassroots Source Water Protection Pro-

gram 
The House bill reauthorizes the Grassroots 

Source Water Protection Program at pre-
vious levels of $20 million per year through 
FY 2018. Additionally, it authorizes a one- 
time $5 million in mandatory money to re-
main available until expended. (Section 2502) 

The Senate amendment reauthorizes the 
Grassroots Source Water Protection Pro-
gram at reduced appropriated levels of $15 
million per year through FY 2018. (Section 
2502) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 2502) 
(15) Voluntary Public Access and Habitat Incen-

tive Program 
The House bill reauthorizes the Voluntary 

Public Access and Habitat Incentive Pro-
gram at a reduced level of $30 million in 
mandatory money per year from FY 2014 
though FY 2018. (Section 2503) 

The Senate amendment reauthorizes the 
Voluntary Public Access and Habitat Incen-
tive Program at a reduced level of $40 mil-
lion in mandatory money per year from FY 
2014 though FY 2018. Amendments become ef-
fective October 1, 2013. (Section 2503) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 2503) 
(16) Small Watershed Rehabilitation Program 

The House bill reauthorizes the Small Wa-
tershed Rehabilitation Program at previous 
appropriated levels of $85 million per year 
through FY 2018 and authorizes $250 million 
in mandatory money for FY 2014, to remain 
available until expended. (Section 2505) 

The Senate amendment reauthorizes the 
Small Watershed Rehabilitation Program at 
previous appropriated levels of $85 million 
per year through FY 2018. No mandatory 
money. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 2505) 
(17) Agricultural Management Assistance Pro-

gram 
The House bill eliminates tree plantings 

and soil erosion control from the list of ap-
proved uses, and permanently authorizes the 
Agricultural Management Assistance Pro-
gram at $10 million in mandatory money 
each fiscal year. It sets aside 30 percent to 
NRCS for conservation, 10 percent to the Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service for organic cer-
tification, and 60 percent to the Risk Man-
agement Agency for risk management. (Sec-
tion 2506) 

The Senate amendment eliminates the spe-
cific state designations and tree planting au-

thorities. It adds to the authority for or-
ganic certification, risk management edu-
cation and outreach, and management as-
sistance grants for conservation practices 
and risk mitigation. It provides for $23 mil-
lion in funding to be distributed at levels of: 
50 percent for organic certification; 26 per-
cent for risk management; and 24 percent for 
conservation and mitigation. (Section 11034) 

The Conference substitute deletes both the 
House and the Senate provisions. 

(18) Emergency Watershed Protection Program 

The House bill adds a priority for projects 
that mitigate risks and remediate the effects 
of catastrophic wildfires on land that is the 
source of drinking water for landowners and 
land users. (Section 2507) 

The Senate amendment authorizes the Sec-
retary to modify and terminate floodplain 
easements provided the current landowner 
agrees, and the modification or termination 
addresses a compelling public need where 
there is no practical alternative and it is in 
the public interest. (Section 2506) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 2506) 

The substitute provides the Secretary lim-
ited authority to modify or terminate a 
floodplain easement which is similar author-
ity under other conservation programs. The 
Managers intend for the Secretary to enter 
into compensatory agreements with third 
parties to allow for flexibility to modify or 
terminate the floodplain easements. 

(19) Terminal Lakes Assistance 

The Senate amendment strikes and re-
places current law with a Terminal Lakes 
Assistance program. It adds a definition for 
eligible land and terminal lake. Addition-
ally, it adds a new voluntary land purchase 
grant program with a $25 million authoriza-
tion of appropriations, to remain available 
until expended. The bill includes a transfer 
of $150 million in mandatory funds to the Bu-
reau of Reclamation. (Section 2507) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 2507) 

(20) Soil and Water Resources Conservation 

The Senate amendment adds Indian tribes 
as eligible to cooperate with and participate 
in the soil and water conservation program. 
(Section 2509) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 2508) 

SUBTITLE G—FUNDING AND ADMINISTRATION 

(21) Funding 

The House bill provides mandatory funding 
to carry out CRP including $25 million for 
FY 2014 through 2018 to facilitate transfer of 
land from retired or retiring owners and op-
erators to beginning or socially disadvan-
taged farmers or ranchers. Additionally, the 
bill provides mandatory funding for ACEP at 
the following levels: $425 million in FY 2014; 
$450 million in FY 2015; $475 million in FY 
2016; $500 million in FY 2017; $200 million in 
FY 2018. It also provides mandatory funding 
for EQIP at $1.75 billion each year for FY 
2014 through 2018 and eliminates Regional 
Equity. (Section 2601) 

The Senate amendment provides manda-
tory funding to carry out CRP including $10 
million to provide cost-share payments for 
thinning activities and $50 million to facili-
tate transfer of land from retired or retiring 
owners and operators to beginning or so-
cially disadvantaged farmers or ranchers. It 
also provides mandatory funding for ACEP 
at the following levels: $450 million in FY 
2014; $475 million in FY 2015; $500 million in 
FY 2016; $525 million in FY 2017; $250 million 
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in FY 2018. The amendment also provides 
mandatory funding for EQIP at the following 
levels: $1.5 billion for FY 2014; $1.6 billion for 
FY 2015; $1.65 billion FY 2016 through 2018. 
The Senate amendment also retains regional 
equity, amends current law by eliminating 
the $15 million annual requirement, and al-
lows states in the first quarter of the fiscal 
year to establish that they can use a total of 
0.6 percent of certain conservation funds, in 
which case they may receive such funds ex-
clusive of the CRP funding. (Section 2603) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision on mandatory funding for CRP 
with an amendment. The amendment in-
cludes the funding level for transition pay-
ments at $33 million. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision for mandatory funding for 
ACEP with an amendment. Funding levels 
are: $400 million in FY 2014; $425 million in 
FY 2015; $450 million in FY 2016; $500 million 
in FY 2017; $250 million in FY 2018. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision for EQIP with an amendment. 
The amendment provides mandatory funding 
for EQIP at the following levels: $1.35 billion 
for FY 2014; $1.6 billion for FY 2015; $1.65 bil-
lion for FY 2016; $1.65 billion for FY 2017; and 
$1.75 billion in FY 2018. (Section 2602) 

The Conference adopts the Senate provi-
sions for Regional Equity. (Section 2603) 
(22) Technical Assistance 

The House bill continues to make manda-
tory money for conservation programs avail-
able for technical assistance and requires a 
report from the Secretary not later than De-
cember 31, 2013, on the amount of funds re-
quested and apportioned. (Section 2602) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House but requires the apportionment for 
technical assistance be at the sole discretion 
of the Secretary. Further, the Senate amend-
ment requires the Secretary to give priority 
to producers who request technical assist-
ance to comply with subtitles B and C for 
the first time and submit a report not later 
than 270 days after enactment on the extent 
to which conservation compliance require-
ments affect specialty crop growers. The 
Secretary must also submit, not later than 
November 1 of each year, a report on highly 
erodible lands/wetland conservation deter-
minations. (Section 2642) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 2602) 
(23) Reservation of Funds to Provide Assistance 

to Certain Farmers or Ranchers for Con-
servation Access 

The House bill reauthorizes the EQIP and 
CSP set-aside through FY 2018. It also pro-
vides a preference for veteran farmers or 
ranchers eligible under the provision. 
Amendments take effect on October 1, 2013. 
(Section 2603) 

The Senate amendment is the same as the 
House, but has no effective date. (Section 
2604) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 2604) 
(24) Annual Report on Program Enrollment and 

Assistance 
The House bill amends the reporting re-

quirement to reflect the repeal of the rel-
evant programs. The amendments take ef-
fect on October 1, 2013. (Section 2604) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House, but adds reporting requirements for 
CSP payments and waivers for grasslands 
under ACEP. It does not include an effective 
date. (Section 2605) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 2605) 
(25) Review of Conservation Practice Standards 

The House bill requires the Secretary to 
review the conservation practice standards 

in effect on the date of enactment of the 
Farm Bill. (Section 2605) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate amendment making no change to current 
law. 
(26) Administrative Requirements Applicable to 

All Conservation Programs 
The House bill makes veteran farmers or 

ranchers eligible for incentives. Addition-
ally, it makes other clarifying and con-
forming amendments. The amendments take 
effect October 1, 2013. (Section 2606) 

The Senate amendment allows for flexible 
funding arrangements for Indian Tribes and 
includes EQIP and CSP as applicable pro-
grams. It does not include an effective date. 
(Section 2606) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 2606) 

The Conference substitute combines lan-
guage on improved administrative efficiency 
and streamlining from individual programs 
and places it in a central location to apply to 
all conservation programs. It expands and 
clarifies requirements for developing a 
streamlined conservation application proc-
ess. It clarifies that any payment received 
under Title II is in addition to and does not 
affect total payments that an owner or oper-
ator is otherwise eligible to receive. The 
Managers encourage the Secretary to signifi-
cantly increase the use of computer-based 
conservation practice planning tools that in-
corporate Light Detection and Ranging ele-
vation data to modernize and simplify con-
servation planning, improve efficiency of 
technical assistance, and improve service to 
private landowners. 

Further, the Managers encourage the Sec-
retary, in delivering conservation programs, 
to give priority within the tallgrass prairie 
region to the use of appropriate tallgrass 
prairie species for watershed management, 
flood mitigation/prevention, reduction of soil 
erosion and nutrient loss, biomass crop pro-
duction, and other conservation measures. 

The Managers recognize the unique chal-
lenges facing producers whose operations 
contain muck soils and encourage the Sec-
retary to continue to work with these farm-
ers to allow them to utilize this productive 
type of ground. 

The conferees direct NRCS to ensure agen-
cy staff, partners, and producers are aware of 
new and interim conservation practice 
standards and conservation activity plans to 
address herbicide-resistant weeds. The agen-
cy is also to make certain there is awareness 
that financial assistance is available through 
certain conservation programs to assist pro-
ducers in their efforts to control these 
weeds. 

The Managers expect that the principles 
and guidelines developed pursuant to section 
103 of the Water Resources Planning Act, or 
revised pursuant to section 2031 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2007, and any 
guidelines developed thereunder, shall not 
apply and require no new administrative 
process, rulemaking, or administrative pro-
cedures for programs administered by NRCS, 
the Forest Service, RMA, Farm Service 
Agency (FSA), or Rural Development. With 
respect to USDA programs, section 103 of the 
Water Resources Planning Act is intended to 
only focus on large scale water infrastruc-
ture projects, not individual farm based 
water conservation, water quality, or assist-
ance to rural communities for drinking 
water. 

As NRCS is the agency responsible for 
helping farmers and ranchers implement vol-
untary, incentive-based conservation prac-
tices that are all locally-led, the federal ob-
jective of the principles and guidelines is al-

ready being met. Furthermore, the Forest 
Service, RMA, FSA and Rural Development 
all play important roles in helping farmers, 
ranchers, and rural communities with find-
ing critical solutions to problems that are 
unique to farming, ranching and rural Amer-
ica, and should not face unnecessary burden 
in complying with this administrative re-
quirement. 

The Managers are concerned by reports 
that Federal agencies other than USDA, as 
well as State and local governments, are 
seeking to impose more stringent and larger 
buffer requirements on land being enrolled in 
USDA conservation programs. The Managers 
expect NRCS to continue to utilize their own 
Field Office Technical Guide and conserva-
tion planning tools to determine what is rea-
sonable and needed to accomplish the nat-
ural resource concerns to be addressed. 
(27) Wetlands Mitigation 

The House bill eliminates the requirement 
to provide equivalent functions and values 
when more acreage is needed in wetland con-
version mitigation than a 1-for-1 acreage 
basis. (Section 2609) 

The Senate amendment requires the Sec-
retary to conduct a wetland mitigation 
study no later than 180 days after enactment 
to assess the use of wetland mitigation to de-
termine certain impacts on wildlife. The 
study also should include recommendations 
for improving wetland mitigation procedures 
and increasing use of the wetland mitigation 
process by producers. Lastly, the Senate 
amendment requires the Secretary to submit 
a report of its findings to Congress no later 
than two years after the date of enactment. 
(Section 2508) 

The Conference substitute adopts neither 
the House nor Senate provisions but provides 
$10 million in mandatory funding for mitiga-
tion banking efforts. (Section 2609) The Man-
agers recognize that the use of wetlands 
mitigation is an important tool for wetland 
habitat development and agriculture crop 
production. The Managers encourage the 
Secretary to use mitigation with the conver-
sion of a natural wetland and equivalent 
wetlands functions at a ratio not to exceed a 
ratio of 1-to-1 acreage. 
(28) Lesser Prairie Chicken Conservation Report 

The House bill requires the Secretary to 
submit a report to Congress no later than 90 
days after enactment which considers all 
USDA administered programs that benefit 
the lesser prairie-chicken. (Section 2610) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with amendment. The 
amendment includes the addition of State 
plans to the list of programs pertaining to 
the conservation of the lesser prairie-chick-
en. (Section 2610) 
(29) Highly Erodible Land and Wetland Con-

servation for Crop Insurance 

The Senate amendment requires conserva-
tion compliance for eligibility to receive pre-
mium assistance on crop insurance, creates 
new provisions for determinations, adminis-
tration, and penalties unique to crop insur-
ance, and gives technical assistance priority 
to producers that need to come under com-
pliance. (Section 2609) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with amendment. (Section 2611) 
The amendment clarifies that for compliance 
on highly erodible lands ineligibility for pre-
mium assistance can only apply for reinsur-
ance years after the year in which there has 
been a final determination of a violation and 
cannot apply to the reinsurance year in 
which the final determination was made nor 
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any reinsurance year prior to the year the 
final determination was made. A determina-
tion is not final until after the producer has 
exhausted all administrative appeal rights. 
The substitute revises the application to ex-
isting operations with prior violations so 
that the date for compliance is the date of 
enactment of this Act. This means that if a 
person is found to be out of compliance and 
would have been out of compliance since 
that date, had they participated in any pro-
grams requiring compliance, then they have 
two reinsurance years to develop and comply 
with a conservation plan. 

The substitute also provides for the coordi-
nation of certification processes so that the 
procedures and paperwork that are required 
by this section for eligibility based on wet-
lands compliance are also used for deter-
mining eligibility based on highly erodible 
lands compliance. The amendment clarifies 
the provisions for compliance with wetlands 
conservation placing all of the components 
of compliance for crop insurance premium 
assistance in a separate subsection. The sub-
stitute also makes clear that ineligibility 
only applies to premium assistance in rein-
surance years after the year in which a final 
determination is made and not to the rein-
surance year in which the final determina-
tion is made nor to any year prior to that 
year. 

The substitute revises the categories for 
the application based on the conversion of a 
wetland. If the wetland is converted at any 
time after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the person becomes ineligible for premium 
assistance in the reinsurance year after final 
determination, unless an exemption applies 
or if the wetland converted constitutes less 
than five acres of the person’s entire farm in 
which case the person can choose to make a 
contribution to conservation equal to 150 
percent of the cost of mitigation. If, how-
ever, the wetland was converted at any time 
prior to the date of enactment of this Act, 
the person cannot be found in violation and 
thus ineligible for premium assistance based 
on that conversion. 

Finally, if a new policy or plan of insur-
ance becomes available after the date of en-
actment, ineligibility for premium assist-
ance can only apply to conversions that take 
place after the date the new policy or plan of 
insurance first becomes available to the per-
son. In this case the person has two reinsur-
ance years to mitigate the conversion before 
ineligibility can apply to the subsequent re-
insurance year. The substitute also clarifies 
that a person who becomes subject to wet-
lands compliance solely because of the en-
actment of this Act has two reinsurance 
years after the year in which a final deter-
mination is made to mitigate the conver-
sion, and that a person who is found to have 
converted a wetland in good faith is also 
given two reinsurance years to mitigate the 
conversion. The Managers do not intend for 
this language to cause any change in current 
law or USDA policy relating to third-party 
or landowner/tenant determinations of com-
pliance, violations, or attribution. 

With regard to the provisions for equitable 
contribution, the Managers expect that the 
Secretary will determine the period of viola-
tion to be the date on which the violation oc-
curred, then adjust for the later of the fol-
lowing: 1) the first certification period for 
crop insurance assistance following date of 
enactment, or 2) the first date for which the 
individual was eligible for and made applica-
tion for a crop insurance premium subsidy 
following the date of violation. The max-
imum amount will include the equivalent of 
the insurance subsidy provided in the year of 
the improper certification and all subse-
quent years through the date of final deter-
mination. Payment of the equitable con-

tribution does not remove or limit their re-
sponsibility to comply with the soil erosion 
requirements or wetland conservation, res-
toration or mitigation requirements within 
the prescribed timeframes to retain the ben-
efits of premium assistance in subsequent 
years. (Section 2611) 
(30) Adjusted Gross Income Limitation for Con-

servation Programs 
The House bill replaces the two income 

limitation test (farm and nonfarm income) 
with a single $950,000 adjusted gross income 
limitation for commodity and conservation 
programs. (Section 1604) 

The Senate amendment eliminates the 
Secretary’s waiver authority to protect envi-
ronmentally sensitive land of special signifi-
cance. (Section 2610) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment sets the cap to $900,000. (Section 
1605) 
SUBTITLE H—REPEAL OF SUPERSEDED PRO-

GRAM AUTHORITIES AND TRANSITIONAL PRO-
VISIONS; TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS 

(31) Wetlands Reserve Program 
The House bill repeals WRP with transi-

tion language for current contracts and ease-
ments. It allows the Secretary to use ACEP 
funds and becomes effective October 1, 2013. 
(Section 2704) 

The Senate amendment allows the use of 
prior year Commodity Credit Corporation 
(CCC) funds for contracts entered into before 
October 1, 2012. (Section 2704) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with technical and clarifying 
amendments providing authority for the Sec-
retary to continue the necessary administra-
tive actions and utilize prior year funding to 
fulfill the commitment and obligations of 
agreements, contracts, and easements en-
tered into prior to date of enactment. (Sec-
tion 2703) 

The Managers expect USDA to exhaust 
available prior year funding to address any 
costs associated with fully implementing 
prior year wetland reserve program ease-
ment enrollments, including closing, res-
toration, management, and maintenance of 
wetland easements in an effort to protect, 
restore, and enhance wetland functions and 
values. 

Section 2712 of the Conference Report is 
added to address the variety of effective 
dates distributed through the conservation 
title in the House bill and the Senate amend-
ment. By including this language the Man-
agers stress to USDA the importance of con-
tinuing program services and providing cer-
tainty to farmers and ranchers amid the pas-
sage of this bill. Therefore, the Managers in-
tend for USDA to continue to operate the ex-
isting conservation programs as necessary 
through the current fiscal year using exist-
ing regulations while the Department works 
to expediently develop the regulations need-
ed to implement the amendments made by 
this Title. The Managers further intend for 
existing regulations to be used for the in-
terim administration of EQIP and CSP while 
the revisions to these programs are being im-
plemented. 
(32) Farmland Protection and Farm Viability 

Program 
The House bill repeals FPP with transition 

language for current contracts and ease-
ments. The bill also allows the Secretary to 
use ACEP funds. It includes an effective date 
of October 1, 2013. (Section 2704) 

The Senate amendment allows the use of 
prior year CCC funds for contracts entered 
into before October 1, 2012. It does not allow 
the use of ACEP funds. No conforming 
amendment for heading. (Section 2704) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with technical and clarifying 

amendments providing authority for the Sec-
retary to continue the necessary administra-
tive actions and utilize prior year funding to 
fulfill the commitment and obligations of 
agreements, contracts, and easements en-
tered into prior to date of enactment. (Sec-
tion 2704) 
(33) Grassland Reserve Program 

The House bill repeals GRP with transition 
language for current contracts, agreements 
and easements. (Section 2705) 

The Senate amendment allows the use of 
prior year CCC funds for contracts entered 
into before October 1, 2012. (Section 2705) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with technical and clarifying 
amendments providing authority for the Sec-
retary to continue the necessary administra-
tive actions and utilize prior year funding to 
fulfill the commitment and obligations of 
agreements, contracts, and easements en-
tered into prior to date of enactment. (Sec-
tion 2705) 
(34) Agricultural Water Enhancement Program 

The House bill repeals the Agricultural 
Water Enhancement Program (AWEP) with 
transition language for current contracts 
and agreements. (Section 2706) 

The Senate amendment allows the use of 
prior year CCC funds for contracts entered 
into before October 1, 2012. (Section 2706) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with technical and clarifying 
amendments providing the authority for the 
Secretary to continue the necessary admin-
istrative actions and utilize prior year fund-
ing to fulfill the commitment and obliga-
tions of agreements, contracts, and ease-
ments entered into prior to date of enact-
ment. (Section 2706) 

With the continuation and consolidation of 
AWEP authorities in the RCPP, the Man-
agers intend the Secretary to continue as-
sistance to agricultural producers that ad-
dress irrigation and water management chal-
lenges across various regions of the country. 
The Managers urge NRCS to continue to give 
priority to cost-sharing proposals which in-
corporate irrigation management systems 
that involve water metering, soil moisture 
monitoring, proven irrigation delivery sys-
tems, and telemetry to ensure accurate 
water use measurement and management. 
The Managers urge NRCS to consider mul-
tiple producer applications or applications 
submitted on behalf of entities representing 
a group of producers to encourage greater 
participation in the program and maximize 
the benefits of water management. 
(35) Wildlife Incentive Program 

The House bill repeals WHIP with transi-
tion language for current contracts. It al-
lows use of EQIP funds. (Section 2707) 

The Senate amendment allows the use of 
prior year CCC funds for contracts entered 
into before October 1, 2012. EQIP funds may 
be used but only after prior year funding is 
exhausted. (Section 2707) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with technical and clarifying 
amendments providing authority for the Sec-
retary to continue the necessary administra-
tive actions and utilize prior year funding to 
fulfill the commitment and obligations of 
agreements, contracts, and easements en-
tered into prior to date of enactment. (Sec-
tion 2707) 
(36) Great Lakes Basin Program 

The House bill repeals the Great Lakes 
Basin Program with an effective date of Oc-
tober 1, 2013. (Section 2708) 

The Senate amendment includes the same 
provision. (Section 2708) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment of the 
effective date. 
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The Managers recognize that the Great 

Lakes Basin Program has been an important 
and successful program for 22 years that has 
implemented over 400 projects that have re-
duced soil erosion and improved water qual-
ity in Great Lakes watersheds. Since 2008, 
the program has supported implementation 
of both the Great Lakes Regional Collabora-
tion (GLRC) and the Great Lakes Restora-
tion Initiative (GLRI) by directing resources 
to priority watersheds. The Managers intend 
the program to continue serving this purpose 
for the duration of the GLRI. (Section 2708) 
(37) Chesapeake Bay Watershed Program 

The House bill repeals the Chesapeake Bay 
Watershed Program with transition language 
for current contracts, agreements, and ease-
ments. The bill allows use of RCPP funds. 
(Section 2709) 

The Senate amendment allows the use of 
prior year CCC funds for contracts entered 
into before October 1, 2012. (Section 2709) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with technical and clarifying 
amendments. (Section 2709) 

The Managers recognize that the Chesa-
peake Bay Watershed Program established in 
2008 complemented other conservation pro-
grams by enhancing their reach and effec-
tiveness within the tributary watersheds. 
Since 2008, the program has supported farm 
level implementation of conservation prac-
tices benefiting water quality by improving 
nutrient management, reducing sedimenta-
tion, and restoring riparian areas. With the 
consolidation of the Chesapeake Bay Water-
shed Program into the Regional Conserva-
tion Partnership Program, the Managers in-
tend the RCPP to continue assistance to ag-
ricultural producers consistent with the pur-
poses of the Chesapeake Bay Watershed Pro-
gram. 
(38) Cooperative Conservation Partnership Ini-

tiative 
The House bill repeals the Cooperative 

Conservation Partnership Initiative with 
transition language for current contracts 
and agreements. It allows the use of RCPP 
funds. (Section 2710) 

The Senate amendment allows the use of 
prior year CCC funds for contracts entered 
into before October 1, 2012. (Section 2710) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with technical and clarifying 
amendments. (Section 2710) 

The Managers recognize that the CCPI es-
tablished in 2008 was built on successful part-
nership approaches in previous Farm Bills 
and encouraged the Secretary to work with 
specific priority regions across the country. 
As such, the Managers expect the Secretary 
to build from those lessons learned when and 
where those projects were most successful. 

TITLE III—TRADE 
(1) General authority 

The House bill clarifies that Title II emer-
gency and nonemergency assistance is to be 
implemented by the Administrator of the 
U.S. Agency for International Development 
(USAID). The objectives of Title II programs 
are modified to include building resilience to 
mitigate food crises and reducing the need 
for future emergency aid. (Section 3001) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 3001) 

The Managers modified the general au-
thorities in Title II of the Food for Peace 
Act to place a greater emphasis on projects 
which focus on building resiliency in the re-
cipient population where food shortfalls and 
droughts are common. This change is in-
tended to prompt USAID to require measur-
able outcomes in multiyear projects in order 
to reduce dependency on foreign aid. 

(2) Support for eligible organizations 
The House bill amends section 202(e)(1) of 

the Food for Peace Act by reducing the max-
imum allowable cash assistance available for 
administrative costs in non-emergency pro-
grams from 13% to 11% of the total funds 
made available for the program. (Section 
3002) 

The Senate amendment amends Section 
202(e)(1) to increase the maximum allowable 
cash assistance available for administrative 
costs in non-emergency programs from 13% 
to 15% of the total funds made available for 
the program. It also allows funds to be used 
for activities that ‘‘enhance’’ food aid 
projects. (Section 3001) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment increases the maximum allow-
able cash assistance available for adminis-
trative costs to 20% of the total funds made 
available for the program. The amendment 
also revises the list of purposes for which the 
cash assistance may be used. (Section 3002) 

The Managers expect that additional funds 
made available under this provision will pro-
vide increased flexibility to USAID. The 
Managers understand that an array of pro-
grams and tools are needed to balance the di-
verse and complex food aid demands of var-
ious countries and regions. As such, the 
Managers sought to provide additional cash 
assistance to accompany current monetiza-
tion policy. The increased flexibility gained 
by additional cash assistance will allow 
USAID to better respond and prioritize food 
aid needs in real time and is intended to as-
sist in the transition of programs from emer-
gency interventions to programs which build 
resiliency in instances of protracted humani-
tarian crises. 
(3) Food aid quality 

The House bill amends section 202(h) of the 
Food for Peace Act by requiring the Admin-
istrator to consult with the Secretary in per-
forming the requirements of this subsection 
related to food aid quality by establishing a 
mechanism for USDA and USAID to evaluate 
food aid commodities and implement appro-
priate changes; by instructing the agencies 
to update program guidance on the use of 
new commodities; and by limiting the avail-
able funding for these purposes to $1 million. 
(Section 3003) 

The Senate amendment replaces and ex-
pands Section 202(h)(1) to require that the 
Administrator use funds available to carry 
out Title II to assess types and quality of ag-
ricultural commodities donated as food aid; 
adjust products and formulation as nec-
essary to meet nutrient needs of target popu-
lations; test prototypes; adopt new specifica-
tions or improve existing specifications for 
micronutrient food aid products based on the 
latest development in food and nutrition 
science; develop new program guidance for 
eligible organizations to facilitate improved 
matching of products to purposes; develop 
improved guidance on how to address nutri-
tional efficiencies among long-term recipi-
ents of food aid; and evaluate the perform-
ance and cost-effectiveness of new/modified 
food products and program approaches to 
meet nutritional needs of vulnerable groups. 
It also extends authority to fund this section 
for fiscal years 2014 through FY2018. (Section 
3002) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 3003) 

In May 2011, the Government Account-
ability Office (GAO) completed a report 
which cites deficiencies in the nutrition and 
quality controls of U.S. food aid commod-
ities. Included in that report are rec-
ommendations that USAID review food aid 
packaging, track food aid quality through-
out the supply chain, and ensure that avail-

able food aid commodities meet the nutri-
tional needs of recipients. The Managers ex-
pect USAID to set verifiable goals and to 
maximize strong public-private partnerships 
with food manufacturers and other stake-
holders to more quickly address the defi-
ciencies highlighted in the May 2011 report 
by using currently available studies on food 
aid quality and nutrition. The Managers en-
courage USAID to establish multi-year ap-
proaches to the procurement of high-value 
products. Longer term procurement, to the 
extent practicable, is expected to encourage 
investment of specialized equipment needed 
to deliver critical products in a timely and 
cost-effective manner. In recognition of the 
importance associated with close collabora-
tion between USDA and USAID on approving 
new products, the Managers expect both 
agencies to adopt clear guidelines to facili-
tate the swift adoption of new products in 
order to quickly capture the benefits of the 
research and testing under this section. 
(4) Food Aid Consultative Group 

The House bill amends Section 205 of the 
Food for Peace Act by reauthorizing the 
Food Aid Consultative Group (the ‘‘Group’’) 
through December 31, 2018. Section 205 is also 
amended by adding representatives from the 
processing sector to the Group. The provi-
sion further requires the Administrator to 
consult with the Group on the implementa-
tion of food aid quality provisions and re-
quires the Administrator to provide the 
Group at least 45 days for review and com-
ment before a proposed regulation handbook 
or guideline, or revision thereof, becomes 
final. (Section 3005) 

The Senate amendment reauthorizes FACG 
through December 31, 2018. (Section 3004) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 3005) 

The Managers note that while USAID 
places significant burdens for the success of 
programs upon implementing partners and 
other stakeholders, feedback from these 
groups through the Food Aid Consultative 
Group (FACG) is not adequately incor-
porated into program guidelines. Before new 
guidance is finalized, the Managers expect 
USAID to give sufficient notice to stake-
holders when changes are made to the Food 
for Peace Guidelines and require new guid-
ance to be promulgated in a timely manner 
after any changes to the Food for Peace Act. 
(5) Oversight, monitoring, and evaluation 

The House bill amends Section 207 (c) by 
requiring that all regulations and revisions 
to agency guidance necessary for implemen-
tation of the Federal Agricultural Reform 
and Risk Management Act be issued within 
270 days of enactment. 

The provision removes authority for pur-
chasing new computer systems, removes ob-
solete reporting requirements, and provides 
$10 million per year for monitoring and eval-
uation. Further, the provision requires a re-
port on the extent of monitoring and evalua-
tion required by eligible organizations par-
ticipating in Food for Peace programs. (Sec-
tion 3006) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment provides $17 million per year for 
monitoring and evaluation for each of fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018, and permits up to 
$500,000 of those funds in each fiscal year to 
be used for maintaining information tech-
nology systems. (Section 3006) 

The Managers understand that monitoring 
is essential to ensuring that USAID’s food 
aid programs in developing countries are im-
plemented as intended. As such, the Man-
agers want to convey their strong support 
for the Famine Early Warning Systems Net-
work (FEWS Net). FEWS Net is an integral 
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component of our nation’s ability to effec-
tively and efficiently respond to crisis situa-
tions worldwide. 

The Managers also expect USAID to com-
plete development of IT systems without ad-
ditional Food for Peace resources. Funding is 
continued for additional monitoring and 
evaluation of programs at a level which re-
flects resources available for Food for Peace 
programs. The Managers note that in 2009 
the GAO concluded that monitoring of pro-
grams was inconsistent and that program 
management was not modified to reflect in-
formation gained from the monitoring and 
evaluation conducted by or for USAID. The 
Managers expect USAID to make improve-
ments in program guidance based on the 
monitoring and evaluation conducted. 
(6) General monetization provisions 

The House bill amends section 403 of the 
Food for Peace Act by requiring USDA and 
USAID to seek information on the potential 
benefits of monetization to local economies. 
The provision clarifies that implementing 
partners should sell monetized commodities 
at ‘‘fair market value.’’ The Secretary and 
the Administrator are also instructed to co-
ordinate assessments which guide the use of 
monetization to ensure consistency across 
programs. The provision requires USAID to 
issue a report detailing the use of funds 
made available for implementing partners, 
including funds for administrative and indi-
rect costs. (Section 3008) 

The Senate amendment amends Section 403 
of the Food for Peace Act to require that the 
rate of return for a commodity monetized 
(sold in recipient countries) be at least 70 
percent. The ‘‘rate of return’’ is defined as 
equal to the proportion that the proceeds the 
implementing partners generate through 
monetization bears to the cost to the federal 
government to procure and ship the com-
modities to a recipient country for mone-
tization. (Section 3007) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment strikes the clarification regard-
ing monetizing commodities at fair market 
value and the provision requiring that the 
Secretary and Administrator coordinate as-
sessments. The amendment revises the re-
port on use of funds to require that the Ad-
ministrator report on the amount of funds 
spent on each project; how the funds were 
used; the rate of return on monetized com-
modities; and for rates of return less than 70 
percent, the reason for such rate of return. 
(Section 3008) 

In June 2011, GAO reported on inefficien-
cies and adverse impacts of monetization. 
The Managers agree that both USDA and 
USAID should have consistent policies gov-
erning both agencies’ monetization activi-
ties. The Managers expect USAID to consider 
the full impact of monetization when consid-
ering a proposal under Food for Peace. The 
Managers note existing requirements for 
USDA and USAID to approve only those 
sales which will not disrupt the usual mar-
keting and processing of commodities in the 
recipient country. The Managers support the 
use of a variety of food assistance modalities 
in responding to emergency and non-emer-
gency food aid needs, including the use of 
monetized in-kind commodities. However, 
the Managers are aware of concerns with 
lack of accountability and efficiency, includ-
ing low rates of return realized on monetized 
commodities. As such, the report requested 
in this Act seeks to enhance transparency 
and increase accountability while ensuring 
rates of return which reflect reasonable mar-
ket prices on monetized commodities. This is 
a part of the Managers’ larger effort to pro-
vide greater flexibility to USAID and USDA 
so the agencies have the ability to use the 

most effective food assistance tool in each 
situation. 
(7) Additional prepositioning sites and testing 

The House bill allows the Administrator 
discretion to establish additional 
prepositioning sites based on the results of 
assessments of need, technology, feasibility, 
and cost. Funding for prepositioning is in-
creased to $15,000,000 per year. (Section 3009) 

The Senate amendment allows funds to be 
used for the testing of food aid shipments. 
(Section 3009) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 3009) 

The Managers note the rapid response 
which was possible due to prepositioned com-
modities when USAID responded to a natural 
disaster in 2013 in the Philippines. The Con-
ference substitute clarifies existing author-
ity for USAID to consider additional 
prepositioning sites, and the Managers ex-
pect that additional funds ensure USAID will 
be able to effectively deploy and manage 
critical commodities ahead of any future cri-
sis. The Managers also note USAID’s efforts 
to field additional food aid products and ex-
pect prepositioning these products will be 
useful in responding quickly to acute hu-
manitarian needs. 
(8) Annual report on food aid programs and ac-

tivities 
The House bill amends section 407(f) of the 

Food for Peace Act by requiring the annual 
report regarding food aid programs and ac-
tivities to include information on the actual 
beneficiaries of the programs and by speci-
fying the report include the McGovern-Dole 
International Food for Education and Child 
Nutrition Program. (Section 3010) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 3010) 
(9) Funding 

The House bill amends section 412 of the 
Food for Peace Act by reducing the author-
ization for appropriations from $2.5 to $2 bil-
lion per year. (Section 3012) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate position. 
(10) Safebox funding 

The House bill requires a minimum of $400 
million be expended for nonemergency as-
sistance in each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2018. (Section 3012) 

The Senate amendment repeals Section 
412(e) and requires that of funds made avail-
able under the Food for Peace Act, not less 
than 20% nor more than 30% shall be ex-
pended for nonemergency food aid under 
Title II. Further, the amount made available 
to carry out nonemergency food aid pro-
grams under Title II shall not be less than 
$275 million for any fiscal year. (Section 3011) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment sets the minimum level of non-
emergency assistance at $350,000,000. (Section 
3012) 

The Managers affirm the importance of 
maintaining strong development programs 
in support of building030 resilient commu-
nities and reducing dependency on foreign 
assistance. The Managers expect this flexi-
bility to help USAID efficiently and effec-
tively allocate funds in a timely manner. By 
including a percentage structure to be ap-
plied to annual appropriations, the managers 
intend to provide USAID the flexibility to 
respond to urgent situations when needed or 
to allocate additional funds for development 
in years without significant emergency 
needs. 
(11) Farmer-to-Farmer program 

The House bill provides for the Farmer-to- 
Farmer program not less than the greater of 

$15,000,000 or 0.5 percent of the funds made 
available to carry out the Act. (Section 3014) 

The Senate amendment provides for the 
Farmer-to-Farmer program not less than the 
greater of $10,000,000 or 0.6 percent of the 
funds made available to carry out the Act. 
(Section 3014) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment provides not less than the great-
er of $15,000,000 or 0.6% of the funds made 
available to carry out this Act for the Farm-
er-to-Farmer program. The amendment adds 
a GAO report to review the program and pro-
vide recommendations to improve the moni-
toring and evaluation of the program. (Sec-
tion 3014) 
(12) Flexibility of CCC funds 

The Senate amendment revises Section 406 
of the Food for Peace Act to permit the use 
of funds available under the Act to pay costs 
of up to 20% of activities conducted in recipi-
ent countries by nonprofit voluntary organi-
zations, cooperative, or intergovernmental 
organizations. (Section 3008) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House position. 
(13) Coordination of foreign assistance programs 

report 
The Senate amendment strikes the lan-

guage requiring a report on improved pro-
curement planning. (Section 3012) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 3015) 
(14) Prohibition on assistance for North Korea 

The Senate amendment states that Title II 
funds cannot be used to provide assistance to 
North Korea. The President can waive this 
funding prohibition if the President deter-
mines and certifies to the House and Senate 
Agriculture Committees, the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee and the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee that the waiver is in 
the national interest of the United States. 
(Section 3015) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House position. 
(15) Export Credit Guarantee programs 

The House bill amends section 211 of the 
Agricultural Trade Act of 1978 by reauthor-
izing funding for the Export Credit Guar-
antee Program through 2018. (Section 3101) 

The Senate amendment extends funding 
through fiscal year 2018 and reduces the 
amount of allowable credit guarantees to $4.5 
billion. (Section 3101) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment removes outdated language ap-
plicable to previous fiscal years and allows 
the Secretary to implement the program in a 
manner consistent with WTO obligations by 
including language authorizing the Sec-
retary to adjust the program; reducing the 
maximum tenor for loan guarantees made 
available under the program to 24 months; 
striking a provision requiring that the Sec-
retary maximize the amount of credit guar-
antees made available each fiscal year; and 
by striking a provision restricting the Sec-
retary’s ability to adjust program fees. (Sec-
tion 3101) 

The Managers affirm the importance of ex-
port programs that yield mutual benefits for 
both American agriculture and international 
trading partners. The Managers are aware of 
outstanding questions generated by the 
World Trade Organization dispute WTO/ 
DS267, and the Conference substitute in-
cludes reforms to improve existing pro-
grams. It is the Managers’ strong intent that 
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any discretion provided to the Administra-
tion with regard to dispute WTO/DS267 be 
used to reach a negotiated solution to the 
dispute. 
(16) Food for Progress 

The Senate amendment permits use of 
funds available under the Food for Peace Act 
to pay costs of up to 20% of activities con-
ducted in recipient countries by nonprofit 
voluntary organizations, cooperative, or 
intergovernmental organizations. It requires 
that the rate of return for a commodity 
monetized (sold in recipient countries) be at 
least 70%. The ‘‘rate of return’’ is defined as 
equal to the proportion that the proceeds the 
implementing partners generate through 
monetization bears to the cost to the federal 
government to procure and ship the com-
modities to a recipient country for mone-
tization. (Section 3201) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House position. 
(17) Spiny Dogfish study 

The House bill requires the Secretary of 
Agriculture to conduct a study on the mar-
ket for the U.S. Atlantic Spiny Dogfish. 
(Section 3205) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 3205) 
(18) Global Crop Diversity Trust 

The House bill amends section 3202(c) of 
the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 
2008 by reauthorizing USAID to make a con-
tribution of up to $50 million over 5 years to 
the Global Crop Diversity Trust. (Section 
3206) 

The Senate amendment reauthorizes U.S. 
contribution to the Global Crop Diversity 
Trust for fiscal years 2014–2018 at current 
levels. (Section 3206) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 3206) 
(19) Undersecretary for Foreign Agricultural 

Services 
The House bill amends Subtitle B of the 

Department of Agriculture Reorganization 
Act of 1994 by adding a new section allowing 
USDA to establish the position of Under Sec-
retary for Foreign Agricultural Services, 
which would be appointed by the President 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. 
(Section 3207) 

The Senate amendment requires the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the House and 
Senate Agriculture Committees and House 
and Senate Appropriations Committees to 
propose a plan for reorganization of the 
trade functions of USDA, including the es-
tablishment of an Under Secretary of Agri-
culture for Trade and Foreign Agricultural 
Affairs. The Secretary is required to report 
on the plan 180 days after the farm bill’s en-
actment, and within one year of submission 
of the report, the Secretary shall implement 
the reorganization plan including establish-
ment of the Under Secretary position. (Sec-
tion 3209) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 3208) 

The Managers recognize that international 
trade is critically important to the economic 
vitality of the U.S. agriculture and food in-
dustry and a major engine of U.S. economic 
growth. Trade currently accounts for more 
than 25 percent of U.S. farm receipts, and the 
production from one out of every three acres 
planted is exported. Our vast and efficient 
export system, including handling, proc-
essing and distribution of our food and agri-
cultural products, creates millions of U.S. 
jobs and helps feed hundreds of millions all 
over the globe. Our $32 billion net trade bal-

ance in agriculture and food products in 2012 
represented the single largest contribution 
to our balance of payments. 

The trade organizational structure at 
USDA has remained unchanged since it was 
last reorganized in 1978. Over this period, the 
value and nature of U.S. agriculture exports 
has changed dramatically. In 1978, U.S. agri-
culture exports totaled $29 billion, whereas 
in 2012 they reached $136 billion. Meanwhile, 
over the last 30 years the challenges that 
U.S. agriculture faces in global markets have 
increased and markedly changed from pri-
marily tariff barriers to phytosanitary and 
other non-tariff trade barriers. 

The Managers agree that an Under Sec-
retary for Trade and Foreign Agricultural 
Affairs will provide a singular focus on trade 
and foster more effective coordination of 
transparent, rules-based trade policies in 
other USDA agencies. Such a position will 
bring unified, high level representation to 
key trade negotiations with senior, foreign 
officials and within the Executive Branch. 
Furthermore, the creation of this Under Sec-
retary position will help streamline manage-
ment, create greater efficiencies and en-
hance emphasis in the Office of the Under 
Secretary responsible for key domestic pro-
grams. 

Given the importance of this provision, the 
Managers expect USDA to keep Congress 
regularly informed as to the progress on the 
preparation of the reorganization report and, 
once completed, its efforts to implement the 
reorganization plan within the statutory 
deadlines. 
(20) USDA certificates of origin 

The House bill requires the Secretary of 
Agriculture to seek to ensure that USDA 
certificates of origin are accepted by any 
country with which the United States has 
entered into a Free Trade Agreement pro-
viding preferential duty treatment. (Section 
3208) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate position. 
(21) Local and regional food aid procurement 

projects 
The Senate amendment establishes a local 

and regional procurement program with ap-
propriations of $60 million authorized for 
each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. Pref-
erence in carrying out this program may be 
given to eligible organizations that have, or 
are working toward, projects under the 
McGovern-Dole International Food for Edu-
cation and Child Nutrition Program. (Sec-
tion 3207) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes appropriations of 
$80,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. (Section 3207) 

The Managers further note that the Local 
and Regional Procurement (LRP) pilot pro-
gram authorized by Section 3206 of the Food, 
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 was 
completed, with 23 field-based projects car-
ried out in 2009–2011 by the UN World Food 
Program and PVOs. A study of the projects 
was undertaken by a consortium of PVOs 
participating in the pilot and economists at 
Cornell University, as well as an independent 
study conducted as required in the legisla-
tion. The statutorily required study found 
that in the majority of circumstances, food 
aid commodities procured locally or region-
ally were both less costly for some commod-
ities and delivered more quickly than com-
parable commodities sourced in the United 
States and shipped to the study countries. 
However, the Managers note the absence of 

any comparison to prepositioned commod-
ities when reviewing timeliness of deliveries. 
The Managers further note on page 1 of the 
study, that ‘‘LRP may pose risks for local 
markets and vulnerable households’’, indi-
cating care should be taken in pursuing the 
most appropriate areas in which to imple-
ment LRP projects. In support of the broader 
emphasis on building resiliency, the Man-
agers expect USDA to give priority to 
projects with the greatest long-term devel-
opmental benefits. 

Section 3207 extends the LRP pilot pro-
gram into an authorized program to improve 
U.S. international food assistance, by pro-
viding a new, more flexible programming 
tool. The Managers intend for the new pro-
gram to complement existing food aid pro-
grams, especially the McGovern-Dole pro-
gram, and to fill in nutritional gaps for tar-
geted populations or food availability gaps 
generated by unexpected emergencies. To be 
eligible for this program, such gaps should be 
readily addressable by procurement from 
local or regional food supplies. In order to fa-
cilitate meeting the latter objective, some 
portion of available funds should be reserved 
for dispersal during the second half of each 
fiscal year, to be available to address emer-
gencies occurring after program proposal 
deadlines expire. If, as certified by the Ad-
ministrator, no such emergencies occur, the 
conference substitute provides authority for 
the Secretary to award reserved funds to 
augment projects approved earlier in the fis-
cal year. 
(22) Donald Payne Horn of Africa Food Resil-

ience Program 
The Senate amendment establishes a pilot 

program to effectively integrate all U.S.- 
funded emergency and long-term develop-
ment activities that aim to improve food se-
curity in the Horn of Africa. It authorizes $10 
million to carry out the pilot project, sub-
ject to appropriations, and also requires the 
USAID Administrator to report to appro-
priate committees of Congress on the out-
comes of the project. (Section 3208) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House position. 

TITLE IV—NUTRITION 
(1) Preventing payment of cash to recipients of 

supplemental nutrition assistance benefits 
for the return of empty bottles and cans 
used to contain food purchased with bene-
fits provided under the program 

The House bill prevents the use of benefits 
to pay for substantial bottle deposits that 
can be returned for a cash refund. (Section 
4001) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 4001) 
(2) Retail food stores 

The House bill requires retailers to provide 
perishable items in at least three of the sta-
ple food categories. (Section 4002(a)) The 
House bill requires that retailers will be re-
sponsible for purchasing and paying for 
point-of-sale equipment and supplies and ter-
minates the use of manual vouchers except 
in cases of disasters or other similar situa-
tions and requires parties providing elec-
tronic benefit transfer services to maintain 
unique terminal identification numbers 
throughout the Supplemental Nutrition As-
sistance Program (SNAP) routing system. 
Retailers are also required to maintain a 
unique business identification number. (Sec-
tion 4002(b)) The House bill amends section 7 
of the Act by removing outdated language 
related to the use of coupons (Section 
4002(c)), and amends section 9 of the Act by 
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allowing the Secretary to consider the loca-
tion of applicants in areas with significantly 
limited access to food when approving retail-
ers. The House bill also adds and strengthens 
requirements about the adequacy of the 
store’s Electronic Benefits Transfer (EBT) 
service. (Section 4002(d)) 

The Senate amendment requires that re-
tailers will be responsible for purchasing and 
paying for point-of-sale equipment and sup-
plies and terminates the use of manual 
vouchers except in cases of disasters or other 
similar situations. The Senate amendment 
requires parties providing electronic benefit 
transfer services to maintain unique ter-
minal identification numbers throughout the 
SNAP routing system. The Senate amend-
ment removes outdated language related to 
the use of coupons and allows the Secretary 
to consider the location of applicants in 
areas with significantly limited access to 
food when approving retailers. The Senate 
amendment gives USDA authority to con-
sider a store’s depth of stock, variety of sta-
ple food items, and the sale of excepted 
items when approving a retailer. (Section 
4006(b)) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment strikes the language providing 
USDA authority to consider a store’s depth 
of stock, variety of staple food items, and 
the sale of excepted items when approving a 
retailer. The amendment requires that re-
tailers offer for sale on a continuous basis a 
variety of at least seven foods in each of the 
four categories of staple foods categories. 
The amendment requires that point of sale 
systems set and enforce sales restrictions 
based on item eligibility through scanning or 
product lookup entry and deny benefit 
tenders for manually entered sales of ineli-
gible items. The amendment also requires 
that retailer purchase invoices and other 
program-related records be made available 
for auditing. (Section 4002) 

The conference substitute reduces fraud at 
retail stores by requiring a more rigorous 
standard for stores to become eligible to 
process SNAP benefits. Section 4002 requires 
participating retailers to stock perishable 
items in at least three of the four staple food 
categories: dairy products; meat, poultry, or 
fish; fruits or vegetables; and bread or cere-
als. Currently, a store stocking as few as 
twelve food items, many of which have lim-
ited nutritional value, could be eligible to be 
a SNAP retailer. To address this, the con-
ference substitute requires retailers to 
stock, at a minimum, seven food items in 
each of the staple food categories to be eligi-
ble. The Managers intend for this require-
ment to serve as a minimum requirement 
and do not intend in any way to discourage 
or prevent more robust depth of stock. The 
Managers remain concerned with retailers 
that meet the minimum of the existing regu-
lations as a way to gain entry into SNAP for 
the sole purpose of expanding sales of ex-
cepted items, including liquor and tobacco, 
which is decidedly contrary to the intent of 
the program. 

To further combat fraud, this section 
places additional preventative control re-
quirements on EBT systems and provides 
USDA the authority to inspect additional in-
voice and other program-related records. The 
Managers intend for these measures to be 
implemented in a way that reduces fraud 
without reducing access, stigmatizing SNAP 
participants, or requiring overly burdensome 
recordkeeping. Specifically regarding the 
new EBT system requirements, the Managers 
expect that USDA will work to ensure that 
these changes will not result in a consider-
able increase in transaction errors, will not 
prevent split transactions, will not increase 
delays in check-out lines, and will not other-

wise increase instances in which SNAP par-
ticipants are differentiated from other retail 
customers. Regarding purchase invoices and 
other program-related records, the Managers 
believe that retention for not longer than 36 
months is an appropriate requirement, and is 
consistent with requirements in other fed-
eral nutrition assistance programs. 

This section also requires SNAP retailers 
to pay 100 percent of the cost of electronic 
benefit transfer (EBT) machines, with some 
exemptions, and restricts states from issuing 
manual vouchers for SNAP unless the Sec-
retary deems it necessary for emergency pur-
poses. By including this provision, the Man-
agers are targeting fraud within the pro-
gram, and do not intend for credit card com-
panies, banks, or others to impose any addi-
tional fees in regard to the acceptance of 
SNAP EBT benefits. Additionally, the Man-
agers expect the Secretary to work with re-
tailers and relevant stakeholders in devel-
oping regulations to implement a unique ter-
minal identification system. Credit card as-
sociations are considering implementation of 
this practice across the entire retail indus-
try in the near future, and it is imperative 
that the Secretary work with SNAP-ap-
proved retailers to ensure there are no addi-
tional costs or burdens that are duplicative 
or inconsistent with common commercial 
practices. The Managers acknowledge that 
many small businesses and direct-to-con-
sumer retailers continue to face challenges 
related to the cost of utilizing EBT and ad-
vanced technologies. 

Having placed new requirements on retail-
ers, the Managers are concerned by the un-
predictable and growing variation in the 
timeline for retailer application approvals. 
The Managers encourage the Secretary to 
work with retailers in the licensing approval 
process in a timely manner. 

The Managers recognize that current 
SNAP EBT transactions running on the 
QUEST network do so efficiently and at 
minimal or no cost to the retailer. The Man-
agers encourage USDA to continue to work 
with the states to ensure that all retailers 
maintain the ability to use the QUEST net-
work and do so without being assessed new 
or added fees for its use. 

Recognizing that issuance of SNAP bene-
fits to all participants on the same date 
within a month creates many challenges 
both for suppliers and retailers, the Man-
agers encourage the Secretary to work with 
states to stagger the monthly issuance of 
SNAP benefits across an entire month. 

The Managers support preserving food ac-
cess in food shortage areas and encourage 
the Secretary to give broad consideration to 
the impacts additional requirements will 
have on food access in food deserts or other 
areas with limited food access. 

The Managers also encourage the Sec-
retary to continue to identify innovative 
ways in which to assist stores that do pro-
vide critical food access to SNAP recipients 
in improving inventory standards and stock-
ing a robust supply of staple food items. 

The Managers also recognize that, in re-
mote communities in non-contiguous states, 
it is not unusual for there to be only one re-
tail food store in operation. These retail 
stores are typically located in communities 
that are connected neither to the rest of the 
state’s road network nor to a major elec-
trical grid. Food is typically transported to 
the community via small aircraft, and diesel 
generators generally provide electrical 
power to such communities, posing chal-
lenges for such stores to operate adequate re-
frigeration and freezing equipment to store 
perishable foods. The Managers intend for 
the Secretary to consider all of the afore-
mentioned unique criteria when evaluating 
applications by retail food stores located in 

remote communities in non-contiguous 
states that are either applying to participate 
in the SNAP program or currently partici-
pate in the program. 
(3) Food distribution program on Indian res-

ervations 
The House bill reauthorizes the Tradi-

tional and Locally-Grown Food Fund in the 
Food Distribution Program on Indian Res-
ervations (FDPIR). (Section 4004) The House 
bill requires USDA to study the feasibility of 
a demonstration project for Tribes admin-
istering nutrition assistance programs in 
lieu of states. (Section 4041) 

The Senate amendment requires USDA to 
study the feasibility of a demonstration 
project for Tribes to administer nutrition as-
sistance programs in lieu of states. The Sen-
ate amendment allows Tribes to substitute 
local, tribal foods for up to five percent of 
their FDPIR entitlement commodities. (Sec-
tion 4002) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. 

The amendment provides $1,000,000 to con-
duct the study. The amendment strikes the 
provision stating that up to five percent of 
entitlement commodities may be used for 
purchasing local and tribal foods and directs 
the Secretary to carry out a demonstration 
project for the purchase of traditional and 
local foods. (Section 4004) 

The Managers recognize that federal regu-
lations and certification requirements can 
often be burdensome for small producers, es-
pecially those on reservations. Often located 
in remote locations, producers on reserva-
tions may not be close to the Agricultural 
Marketing Service (AMS) inspectors nec-
essary for certification needed to provide 
fruits, vegetables, and other agricultural 
commodities to federal nutrition programs. 
Costs, including payments for inspector trav-
el time, make certification unachievable for 
many producers on reservations. As a result, 
federal nutrition program recipients lose ac-
cess to locally-produced, fresh commodities, 
and producers lose access to a local market 
that would assist economic development on 
reservations. To address this issue, the Man-
agers encourage the Secretary to work with 
Tribal Organizations to enable the use of ac-
credited third party certifiers; existing infra-
structure on reservations, such as extension 
agents; or properly trained and certified 
Tribal employees or officers to certify pro-
ducers on reservations. 
(4) Updating program eligibility 

The House bill restricts categorical eligi-
bility for SNAP to only those households re-
ceiving cash assistance through other low-in-
come assistance programs. (Section 4005) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate position. 
(5) Exclusion of medical marijuana from excess 

medical expense deduction 
The House bill prohibits medical mari-

juana from being treated as a medical ex-
pense for purposes of income deductions. 
(Section 4006) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 4005) 

Currently, eighteen States have state stat-
utory provisions that allow for the prescrip-
tion of medicinal marijuana to patients in 
limited circumstances. Five states had pre-
viously allowed for the deduction of medic-
inal marijuana as an allowable medical ex-
pense when calculating SNAP benefits. In 
July 2012, USDA issued guidance to states, 
reaffirming its long-standing policy that 
households may not receive a medical deduc-
tion for medicinal marijuana. Because the 
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Controlled Substance Act (21 U.S.C. 801 et 
seq) currently classifies marijuana as a 
Schedule I controlled substance that has no 
currently accepted medical use and cannot 
be prescribed for medicinal purposes, the 
Managers expect that the Secretary will con-
tinue to administer this provision in accord-
ance with current practice and procedures 
for illegal substances under federal law. 
(6) Standard Utility allowances based on the re-

ceipt of energy assistance payments 

The House bill provides that only Low In-
come Home Energy Assistance Program 
(LIHEAP) payments above $20 would trigger 
a standard utility allowance (‘‘SUA’’) deduc-
tion. (Section 4007) 

The Senate amendment provides that only 
LIHEAP payments above $10 would trigger a 
SUA deduction. (Section 4003) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 4006) 
(7) Repeal of work program waiver authority 

The House bill requires all able-bodied 
adults to meet applicable work requirements 
by eliminating the ability of the Secretary 
to grant waivers for states in areas of high 
unemployment. The House bill maintains 
states’ ability to provide an exemption from 
the work requirements for 15 percent of their 
Able-Bodied Adults Without Dependents 
(ABAWD) population. (Section 4009) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate position. 
(8) Technology modernization for retail food 

stores 

The House bill requires the Secretary of 
Agriculture to implement a pilot program to 
test the feasibility of allowing retailers to 
accept SNAP benefits through mobile trans-
actions. (Section 4012) 

The Senate amendment requires the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to conduct demonstra-
tion projects to authorize redemption of 
SNAP benefits online and with mobile tech-
nologies. By 2016, the Secretary shall allow 
redemption by these processes in all states 
unless the results of the demonstrations in-
dicate these activities will not be beneficial 
to the program. (Section 4008) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 4011) 
(9) Mandating State immigration verification 

The House bill requires states to use an 
electronic immigration status verification 
system to verify applicants’ immigration 
status. (Section 4015) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 4015) 
(10) Data exchange standardization for im-

proved interoperability 

The House bill establishes requirements, 
consistent with other means tested pro-
grams, for the electronic content and format 
of data used in the administration of SNAP. 
(Section 4016) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 4016) 

The Conference substitute expands upon 
the bipartisan work begun by the Committee 
on Ways and Means Human Resources Sub-
committee to allow data both within and 
across key federal assistance programs to op-
erate more efficiently. These standardization 
activities promote transparency, flexibility, 
and consistency so data can be shared across 
the various information technology plat-
forms established by federal and state agen-
cies, increasing administrative efficiency 
and reducing improper payments. This provi-

sion is not intended to provide additional au-
thority to standardize data but to drive the 
process to occur across multiple federal 
agencies. As identity theft and manipulation 
based fraud is on the rise in the United 
States, the Managers direct the Secretary to 
carefully analyze the possibility of identity 
theft and manipulation-based fraud on SNAP 
participants and to ensure that the Sec-
retary is taking necessary steps to protect 
program beneficiaries’ personally identifi-
able information against unauthorized dis-
closure. 
(11) Pilot projects to improve Federal-State co-

operation in identifying and reducing fraud 
in the supplemental nutrition assistance 
program 

The House bill requires USDA to imple-
ment a pilot program to allow states to oper-
ate EBT retailer fraud investigation pro-
grams. (Section 4017) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 4017) 
(12) Prohibiting government-sponsored recruit-

ment activities. 

The House bill prevents USDA from con-
ducting recruitment activities, advertising 
the SNAP program through television, radio 
and billboard advertisements and from en-
tering into agreements with foreign govern-
ments to promote SNAP benefits. The sec-
tion further prevents states from being reim-
bursed for similar activities. (Section 4018) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 4018) 

The Managers do not intend to prohibit ac-
tivities that provide basic program informa-
tion including rights, program rules, client 
responsibilities, and benefits. The Managers 
acknowledge that certain vulnerable popu-
lations such as elderly, homeless, or disabled 
individuals may require additional assist-
ance in applying for SNAP. The Managers do 
not intend to preclude any specialized serv-
ices for these populations. 
(13) Performance bonus payments 

The House bill eliminates the performance 
bonuses provided to states for effectively ad-
ministering SNAP. (Section 4019) 

The Senate amendment requires states to 
reinvest bonus payments to prevent fraud 
and abuse and improve the administration of 
the SNAP program. (Section 4012) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 4021) 
(14) Funding of employment and training pro-

grams 

The House bill reduces the formula-funded 
allocation to state agencies to carry out em-
ployment and training programs from $90 
million to $79 million per year. (Section 4020) 

The Senate amendment provides $90 mil-
lion in mandatory funds in FY2014, FY2015, 
FY2016, and FY2017. The Senate amendment 
reduces mandatory funding to $80 million for 
2018 and each fiscal year thereafter. (Section 
4013) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment provides $90 million per year in 
mandatory funds. (Section 4022) 
(15) Monitoring employment and training pro-

grams 

The House bill requires that the Secretary 
of Agriculture implement monitoring and 
performance measures for state employment 
and training programs. The section requires 
that the Secretary of Agriculture, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Labor, de-
velop reporting measures for participants in 
employment and training programs and that 

states report annually on such measures. 
The section further provides that if a state 
agency’s performance is inadequate, the Sec-
retary of Agriculture may require the state 
agency to modify its employment and train-
ing plan. (Section 4021) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 4022) 
(16) Cooperation with program research and 

evaluation 
The House bill requires entities that par-

ticipate in SNAP to cooperate with the De-
partment of Agriculture and its agents in 
conducting evaluations and studies author-
ized under the Act. (Section 4022) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 4023) 
(17) Pilot projects to reduce dependency and in-

crease work requirements and work effort 
under supplemental nutrition assistance 
program 

The House bill requires USDA to conduct a 
pilot project to identify best practices for 
employment and training programs to raise 
the number of work registrants who obtain 
unsubsidized employment, increase their 
earned income, and reduce their dependence 
on public assistance. (Section 4023) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment incorporates certain provisions 
of the House language into the pilot project 
described in (32), below. (Section 4022) 
(18) Authorization of appropriations 

The House bill reauthorizes appropriations 
for SNAP and related programs through 
FY2016. (Section 4024) 

The Senate amendment reauthorizes ap-
propriations for SNAP and related programs 
through FY2018. (Section 4014) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 4024) 
(19) Review, report, and regulation of cash nu-

trition assistance program benefits provided 
to Puerto Rico 

The House bill ensures that no funds made 
available to the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico may be used to provide nutrition assist-
ance in the form of cash. (Section 4025) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment directs the Secretary to conduct 
a review of, and report on, the provision of 
nutrition assistance in the form of cash in 
Puerto Rico. The Secretary is directed to 
phase out the provision of cash assistance by 
FY 2021. Notwithstanding the phase-out, the 
Secretary may approve a plan that provides 
cash to certain categories of participants if 
the Secretary determines that discontinu-
ation of cash benefits will cause significant 
adverse effects. (Section 4025) 

Since 1982, Puerto Rico has operated the 
Nutrition Assistance Program (NAP) from 
federal funds received as a block grant in-
stead of the Supplemental Nutrition Assist-
ance Program (SNAP). Under the terms of 
the block grant, Puerto Rico has had broad 
authority in its administration of these 
funds, and currently permits up to 25 percent 
of benefits to be issued in the form of cash. 
Permission to issue benefits in cash was 
granted in 2001, intended to alleviate con-
cerns regarding lack of EBT access in Puerto 
Rico. 

With advancement in technologies and the 
institution of a Commonwealth-wide sales 
tax in 2006, the vast majority of food retail-
ers in Puerto Rico now accept EBT unless 
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they choose not to. With this change in EBT 
capability and the Managers’ ongoing inter-
est in ensuring that each dollar of nutrition 
funding be used to reduce food insecurity, 
rigorous review and phase out of the use of 
cash benefits is necessary. 

However, as noted in the 2010 study con-
ducted by Insight Policy research on behalf 
of the Food and Nutrition Service (FNS), 
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program 
in Puerto Rico: A Feasibility Study, ‘‘It is 
difficult to determine what the full impact 
of a completely non-cash allotment would be 
on Puerto Rico retailers and participants.’’ 
Recognizing this and that there are factors 
in Puerto Rico that complicate the ability of 
program participants to access nutrition 
through EBT redemption, the Managers have 
directed the Secretary to review the situa-
tion. The Managers expect the Secretary to 
consider all relevant factors in exercising 
the discretion provided in exempting pro-
gram participants or categories of partici-
pants that may be harmed by the discontinu-
ation of cash benefits. 
(20) Assistance for community food projects 

The House bill provides an additional $10 
million per fiscal year for Community Food 
Projects and directs that $5 million be used 
for incentives. (Section 4026) 

The Senate amendment continues support 
for Community Food Projects while incor-
porating an increased food insecurity focus, 
along with hunger-free communities goals. 
Grants under this program are subject to a 50 
percent matching requirement and periodic 
effectiveness reports. The Senate amend-
ment eliminates the Healthy Urban Food En-
terprise Development Center and Innovative 
Programs for Addressing Common Commu-
nity Problems provisions. Funding remains 
at $5 million in annual mandatory funds. 
(Section 4015) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment provides $9 million in annual 
mandatory funds. (Section 4026) 
(21) Emergency food assistance 

The House bill provides an additional $70 
million in FY2014 and FY2015 and an addi-
tional $20 million per fiscal year thereafter 
for Emergency Food Assistance. Inflation ad-
justments remain in place. (Section 4027) 

The Senate amendment increases funding 
by $54 million over 10 years. Entitlement 
commodity funding increases are in the first 
five years of the budget window: +$22 million 
for FY2014, +$18 million for FY2015, +$10 mil-
lion for FY2016, +$4 million for FY2017. Infla-
tion adjustment between years remains in 
place. (Section 4016) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment provides an increase in funding 
of $50 million for fiscal year 2015, $40,000,000 
for fiscal year 2016, $20,000,000 for fiscal year 
2017, and $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2018. Fund-
ing for fiscal year 2019 and each fiscal year 
thereafter will be indexed from the fiscal 
year 2018 funding level. (Section 4027) 

The Managers strongly encourage the Sec-
retary to review potential bonus and surplus 
removal purchases on a real-time basis and 
adjust the timing of mandatory food pur-
chases and deliveries to address periods when 
bonus and specialty crop deliveries are ex-
pected to be low. Having a more balanced de-
livery of both mandatory and bonus food 
purchases will enable emergency feeding or-
ganizations to better serve those in need. 

The Managers also intend for the Sec-
retary to consider the cost of regulatory 
changes on the operation of emergency feed-
ing operations in order to prevent such regu-
latory changes from adversely affecting the 
services provided by the emergency feeding 
organizations. The Managers encourage the 

Secretary to work with emergency feeding 
organizations to address these concerns. 

Recognizing that some food banks also pro-
vide Commodity Supplemental Food Pro-
gram (CSFP) commodities, the Managers un-
derstand the importance of CSFP as a crit-
ical nutrition program. Currently, CSFP pro-
vides nutritious food, often in the forms of 
food boxes for home delivery, that are de-
signed to meet the dietary needs of seniors, 
women and children in 39 states, two Indian 
tribal organizations, and the District of Co-
lumbia. In fiscal year 2013, 97 percent of the 
recipients were elderly individuals with an 
annual income at or below $14,937. CSFP 
serves a unique niche by providing nutritious 
commodities to homebound seniors who are 
at severe risk for hunger. 

The Managers fully support the continued 
operation of the program and recognize the 
need for expansion of the CSFP to reach ad-
ditional elderly Americans at severe risk for 
hunger. The Managers note that there are 
six states that have currently been approved 
by USDA for entry into CSFP, subject to the 
availability of appropriations. Provided that 
sufficient funds are appropriated by Con-
gress, the Managers encourage the Secretary 
to approve all remaining states for participa-
tion and to take action to reach all seniors 
at severe risk for hunger in all participating 
states and other jurisdictions. 
(22) Nutrition education 

The House bill adds ‘‘promoting physical 
activity’’ as an allowable use of funding. 
(Section 4028) The House bill reduces funding 
for FY2014 from $401 million to $372 million 
and then adjusts for inflation in subsequent 
years. 

The Senate amendment adds ‘‘promoting 
physical activity’’ as an allowable use of 
funding. (Section 4017) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 4028) 
(23) Retail food store and recipient trafficking 

The House bill provides USDA $5 million 
annually in additional mandatory funding to 
track and prevent SNAP trafficking. (Sec-
tion 4029) 

The Senate amendment provides USDA $5 
million in FY2014 in additional mandatory 
funding to track and prevent SNAP traf-
ficking using data mining technologies. The 
Senate amendment also authorizes $12 mil-
lion subject to appropriations for each year 
FY2014–FY2018. (Section 4018) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment provides one-time mandatory 
funding of $15 million in FY 2014 to remain 
available until expended, and an authoriza-
tion of $5 million per year. (Section 4029) 
(24) Tolerance level for excluding small errors 

The House bill prevents the Secretary from 
excluding payment errors greater than $25 
from improper payments calculations. (Sec-
tion 4031) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment sets the tolerance level for ex-
cluding payment errors from improper pay-
ment calculations at $37 and indexes the 
level to the thrifty food plan. (Section 4019) 
(25) Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-

lands pilot program 
The House bill requires the Secretary of 

Agriculture to conduct a study to assess the 
capabilities of the Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands (CNMI) to operate 
the SNAP program in the same manner it is 
operated in the states. The section requires 
that if, following the study, the Secretary of 
Agriculture determines that it is feasible for 
the CNMI to operate the SNAP program in 

the same manner it is operated by the states, 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall establish 
a pilot program in CNMI for such purposes. 
(Section 4032) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment provides that if the Secretary 
does not conduct a pilot with the funds pro-
vided in this section, the funds shall be used 
for program administration within CNMI. 
(Section 4031) 
(26) Annual State report on verification of 

SNAP participation 

The House bill requires states to submit an 
annual report to the Secretary sufficient to 
show that the state is verifying that its 
SNAP recipients are not receiving benefits 
in more than one state, no benefits are being 
paid to deceased individuals, and no benefits 
are being paid to previously disqualified in-
dividuals. (Section 4033) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment sets the penalty for failure to 
comply at up to 50 percent of the state’s ad-
ministrative match. The amendment pro-
vides that the Secretary is to complete a 
study on methods to prevent payment of 
benefits to recipients in multiple states and 
report to Congress on how to implement the 
results of the study. (Section 4032) 
(27) Termination of existing agreement 

The House bill terminates the existing 
agreement for SNAP Outreach between 
USDA FNS and the Mexican government. 
(Section 4034) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 4211) 
(28) Service of traditional foods in public facili-

ties 

The House bill grants the Secretary of Ag-
riculture authority to permit the donation, 
preparation and consumption of traditional 
Native food in public facilities primarily 
serving Alaska Natives and American Indi-
ans. (Section 4035) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment makes technical and clarifying 
revisions, including ensuring that food safe-
ty laws apply to the donation, preparation, 
and consumption of foods provided under 
this section. (Section 4033) 
(29) Testing applicants for unlawful use of con-

trolled substances 

The House bill allows states to conduct 
drug testing on SNAP applicants at state ex-
pense as a condition for receiving benefits. 
(Section 4036) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate position. 
(30) Eligibility disqualifications for certain con-

victed felons 

The Senate amendment bars individuals 
convicted of specified federal crimes (includ-
ing murder, rape, certain crimes against 
children), and state offenses determined by 
the Attorney General to be substantially 
similar, from receiving SNAP. The Senate 
amendment still allows the disqualified ex- 
offender’s household members to apply for 
and potentially receive benefits. The Senate 
amendment requires the state agency to col-
lect, in writing, information on SNAP appli-
cants’ convictions. (Section 4020) 
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The House bill is similar to the Senate 

amendment but specifies that restrictions 
will only apply to individuals with convic-
tions after the date of enactment. (Section 
4037) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment provides that the restrictions 
only apply to an individual convicted of the 
stated crimes if the individual is not in com-
pliance with the terms of their sentence. 
(Section 4008) 
(31) Expungement of unused SNAP benefits 

The House bill requires a state agency to 
expunge SNAP benefits that have not been 
accessed by a household after a period of 60 
days. (Section 4038) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate position. 
(32) Pilot projects to promote work and increase 

State accountability in SNAP 
The House bill creates a pilot program to 

allow states to engage able-bodied parents in 
Temporary Assistance for Needy Families 
(TANF)-type work and job training as part of 
receiving SNAP benefits. The House bill pro-
vides that employment and training (E&T) 
cost share funds are only available to states 
that adopt the work provisions within this 
section. (Section 4039) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment directs the Secretary to carry 
out a pilot program in up to ten states to de-
velop and test methods, including operating 
work programs that engage able-bodied 
adults in TANF-type work and job training 
requirements, for employment and training 
programs and services to raise the number of 
work registrants who obtain unsubsidized 
employment, increase the earned income of 
the registrants, and reduce the reliance of 
the registrants on public assistance. $200 
million in mandatory funds are provided to 
operate the pilots. 

States must commit to participate in the 
evaluation described in this section, collabo-
rate with the state workforce board, and not 
supplant existing employment and training 
funds. The Secretary is required to select a 
range of pilot projects in various geographic 
areas, including projects that require manda-
tory participation and voluntary participa-
tion, as well as projects that target groups of 
individuals with varying skills and work ex-
perience. 

States that require mandatory participa-
tion in work activities are provided specific 
authority to sanction individuals for failure 
to participate. The Secretary is required to 
establish standards for certain employment 
activities to ensure that failure to work for 
reasons beyond an individual’s control shall 
not result in ineligibility. Various protec-
tions currently provided in SNAP E&T law 
are incorporated into the program, including 
ensuring that individuals subject to manda-
tory work requirements be offered a cor-
responding work or training activity, indi-
viduals be provided adequate transportation 
and childcare, and that elderly, disabled and 
those responsible for the care of children 
under the age of six are exempt from work 
requirements. (Section 4022) 

The Managers recognize the need for better 
data and outcomes from current E&T pro-
grams. To further improve the account-
ability of the SNAP E&T program, the con-
ference substitute demands outcomes by re-
quiring states to set performance goals relat-
ing to enhancement of skills, training, work, 
or experience that leads to work, for SNAP 
participants. In addition, states must report 
annually on these goals. 

The Managers also recognize that the best 
way to improve the lives of beneficiaries is 
through sustainable employment and in-
creased income. Therefore, the Managers di-
rect the Secretary to operate up to ten pilot 
projects to develop and improve innovative 
approaches to raise the number of bene-
ficiaries who obtain unsubsidized employ-
ment and decrease the need for nutrition as-
sistance. The Managers intend that all state 
expenses, including for wrap-around services, 
related to the pilot projects may be reim-
bursed out of the funds provided under sec-
tion 16(h)(1)(F)(viii). 

The Managers expect the Secretary to ap-
prove pilot projects that test a range of 
strategies to ensure Congress is provided 
data on the effectiveness of various employ-
ment and training programs. This range 
should include those that require mandatory 
participation in a program and are subject to 
sanctions for non-participation, and those 
that allow individuals to volunteer to par-
ticipate in the programs. All pilots shall be 
subject to the protections and conditions of 
participation and duration of ineligibility 
provided under section 6(d) of the Food and 
Nutrition Act (including household ineligi-
bility provided under paragraph (B)). 

The Managers recognize that a number of 
states are currently operating innovative 
and effective employment and training pro-
grams and expect the Secretary to test the 
ability to expand and replicate such pro-
grams. The Managers also recognize that 
some states have developed effective employ-
ment and training programs through the 
TANF Program and encourage the Secretary 
to test similar mandatory employment and 
training programs that transition bene-
ficiaries to stable employment. 
(33) Improved wage verification using the Na-

tional Directory of New Hires 
The House bill requires all states to data- 

match with the National Directory of New 
Hires. (Section 4040) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment clarifies that states are only re-
quired to data-match at the time of certifi-
cation. (Section 4013) 
(34) Farmers’ market nutrition program 

The House bill expands the program pur-
poses to allow additional at-risk populations 
to be served and by requiring the Secretary 
to specify terms and conditions to encourage 
expanding the participation of small scale 
farmers in federal nutrition programs. The 
House bill requires that 50 percent of the 
funds be reserved for seniors. (Section 4046) 

The Senate amendment reauthorizes and 
continues to provide Commodity Credit Cor-
poration (CCC) mandatory funding of $20.6 
million annually through FY2018. (Section 
4202) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 4203) 
(35) Pilot project for canned, frozen, or dried 

fruits and vegetables 

The House bill expands the forms of fruits 
and vegetables made available to students 
through the Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Pro-
gram to include canned, frozen, and dried. 
(Section 4048) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment reauthorizes the Fresh Fruit and 
Vegetable program without revision. The 
amendment adds a new section creating a 
pilot project in schools participating in the 
Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Program in not 
less than five states to evaluate the impact 

of allowing schools to offer all forms of fruits 
and vegetables as part of the Program. $5 
million in mandatory funding is provided to 
carry out the pilot project. (Section 4214) 

The Managers recognize that the Fresh 
Fruit and Vegetable Program (FFVP) has 
been highly effective in increasing consump-
tion of fruits and vegetables among low in-
come students. Studies have shown that chil-
dren participating in FFVP have a statis-
tically significant (15 percent) increase in 
consumption of fruits and vegetables. The 
Managers do not intend to minimize the ef-
fectiveness of the current FFVP by estab-
lishing pilots for all forms. The Managers ex-
pect USDA to determine interested schools 
in an efficient manner and to implement the 
pilot at the start of the 2014 school year. The 
Managers expect USDA to quickly inform 
schools of the ability to participate in the 
pilot and to develop criteria based on recent 
school nutrition regulations and the Dietary 
Guidelines for Americans. Recognizing that 
food packaging technologies include proc-
esses such as shelf-stable cups and pouches 
that allow for safe handling while maxi-
mizing quality and nutrient retention, the 
Secretary should ensure that this program 
does not exclude these additional packaging 
methods. The Managers encourage USDA to 
work closely with participating schools to 
gather information on the types of schools 
that participate, identify how the pilot pro-
gram is implemented in those schools, deter-
mine continued interest in participating in 
such a program, and learn from students and 
teachers about students’ attitudes and ac-
tual behavior during the pilot program. The 
Managers intend for USDA to conduct a ro-
bust evaluation of the outcomes of these pi-
lots, and the Secretary shall provide periodic 
updates to the House and Senate Committees 
on Agriculture on the implementation, oper-
ation, and evaluation of this pilot. 
(36) Additional authority for purchase of fresh 

fruits, vegetables, and other specialty food 
crops/encouraging locally and regionally 
grown and raised food 

The House bill includes a pilot program 
that would allow five states to use the fresh 
fruit and vegetable funding for their own 
local sourcing of produce. (Section 4049) The 
House bill allows USDA to permit school 
food authorities with low annual commodity 
entitlement values to substitute local foods 
entirely or partially for USDA provided 
foods. The House bill gives USDA discretion 
to establish cost-neutral farm-to-school 
demonstration projects. (Section 4050) 

The Senate amendment continues the 
‘‘DoD Fresh Program’’ through FY2018. (Sec-
tion 4201) The Senate amendment requires 
USDA to conduct demonstration projects ‘‘to 
facilitate the purchase of unprocessed and 
minimally processed locally grown and lo-
cally raised agricultural products’’ for 
schools that participate in the National 
School Lunch and Breakfast program. (Sec-
tion 4208) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment directs the Secretary to carry 
out a pilot project in not more than eight 
states that provides the selected states flexi-
bility in procuring unprocessed fruits and 
vegetables by allowing the states to use mul-
tiple suppliers and products and by allowing 
geographic preference. (Sections 4201 and 
4202) 

The Managers acknowledge that USDA is 
already conducting pilot projects in two 
states for the purpose of developing new 
methods for local procurement. The Con-
ference substitute pilots are intended to 
complement these efforts. The Managers ex-
pect the Secretary to select states with a va-
riety of in-state agricultural economies, not-
ing that states, such as Vermont, Oregon, 
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and New York, have demonstrated an assort-
ment of local procurement practices. The 
Managers expect the Secretary to work with 
the selected states in order to maximize 
flexibility for geographic preferences, includ-
ing allowing schools to specifically request 
local products as long as competition is 
maintained, during procurement. Further, 
the Managers expect the Secretary to tailor 
the pilots to state specific needs regarding 
the size and structure of school systems and 
enactment of reporting requirements. 
(37) Review of public health benefits of white 

potatoes 
The House bill requires the Secretary to 

conduct a review of the economic and public 
health benefits of white potatoes on low-in-
come families at nutritional risk. (Section 
4051) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate position. 
(38) Review of sole-source contracts in Federal 

nutrition programs 
The House bill directs USDA to conduct a 

study on sole-source contracting in federal 
nutrition programs to evaluate the effects 
such contracts have on program participa-
tion, program goals, non-program con-
sumers, retailers and free market dynamics. 
(Section 4053) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 4212) 
(39) Purchase of Halal and Kosher food for 

emergency food assistance program 
The House bill requires USDA to facilitate 

purchases of Kosher and Halal foods within 
the Emergency Food Assistance Program. 
(Section 4054) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 4207) 
(40) Quality control standards 

The Senate amendment strikes the Sec-
retary’s authority to waive quality control 
(QC) penalties. (Section 4011) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 4020) 
(41) Food Insecurity Nutrition Incentive 

The Senate amendment amends the hun-
ger-free community grants to establish ‘‘in-
centive grants’’ for projects that incentivize 
SNAP participants to buy fruits and vegeta-
bles. The Senate amendment limits federal 
cost share to 50 percent and provides $100 
million in mandatory funding over five 
years. The Senate amendment provides dis-
cretionary authority of $5 million per year. 
(Section 4204) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment renames the program the Food 
Insecurity Nutrition Incentive. (Section 4208) 

The Managers intend for these grants to 
improve access to and reduce the cost of 
fruits and vegetables for SNAP recipients. 
The Managers intend for the grants to test 
new methods and technologies that facilitate 
the purchase of fresh fruits and vegetables 
by SNAP recipients from a variety of 
sources, including direct to consumer mar-
kets. The Managers encourage the Secretary 
to consult with non-profit organizations 
with experience conducting similar programs 
on the design and implementation of the in-
centive grants. 
(42) Pulse crop products 

The Senate amendment creates a pilot 
project to purchase pulse crops (dry beans, 

dry peas, lentils, and chick peas) and pulse 
crop products for schools. The Senate 
amendment authorizes up to $10 million in 
discretionary appropriations. (Section 4206) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 4213) 

(43) Dietary Guidelines for Americans 

The Senate amendment requires that the 
guidelines include specifications for preg-
nant women and children under the age of 
two years, by no later than the 2020 edition. 
(Section 4207) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 4204) 

(44) Multiagency task force 

The Senate amendment requires USDA to 
establish a multiagency task force to pro-
vide guidance to the commodity distribution 
programs. The task force must be composed 
of at least four members, representing FNS’s 
Food Distribution Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service (AMS), Farm Service 
Agency (FSA), and Food Safety and Inspec-
tion Service (FSIS). The task force is to re-
port to Congress not later than one year 
after convening. (Section 4209) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 4205) 

(45) Food and agriculture service learning pro-
gram 

The Senate amendment creates a Food and 
Agriculture Service Learning Program with 
statutory purposes that include: increasing 
capacity for food, garden, and nutrition edu-
cation; complementing the work of the fed-
eral farm-to-school grants; and coordinating 
with the related National Institute of Food 
and Agriculture (NIFA) work. USDA is to 
evaluate the program regularly and report 
the results to congressional committees of 
jurisdiction. $25 million is authorized to be 
appropriated and is to remain available until 
expended. 20 percent of funds are set aside 
for NIFA for particular purposes, and fund-
ing is to ‘‘supplement not supplant’’ current 
efforts. (Section 4210) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment places the program under the ju-
risdiction of the National Institute of Food 
and Agriculture (NIFA) and structures it as 
a competitive grant program. Further, the 
amendment deletes the ‘‘Definitions’’ sub-
section and removes the 20 percent funding 
set-aside previously designated to NIFA for 
housing, training, and overseeing partici-
pants. (Section 4209) 

TITLE V—CREDIT 

(1) Persons Eligible for Real Estate Loans 

The House bill adds ‘‘and such other legal 
entities as the Secretary deems appro-
priate’’. It also requires that an owner-oper-
ator own at least 75 percent of an embedded 
entity and gives the Secretary authority to 
set the appropriate ownership level. It also 
gives authority to the Secretary to define 
the acceptable experience necessary to qual-
ify for direct farm ownership loans. (Section 
5001) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House provision but does not require 75 per-
cent ownership of an embedded entity, and 
does not explicitly require that a farmer 
prove ‘‘sufficient’’ credit is obtainable else-
where. (Section 3101) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 

(2) Conservation Loan and Loan Guarantee 
Program 

The House bill gives USDA discretion to 
allow alternative legal entities to qualify for 
conservation loans and increases the max-
imum conservation loan guarantee to 90 per-
cent. It additionally authorizes the conserva-
tion loan program through FY 2018. (Section 
5002) 

The Senate amendment gives USDA simi-
lar discretion, by reference. (Section 3103) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment increases the amount of the con-
servation loan guarantee from 75 percent to 
80 percent. For socially disadvantaged farm-
ers or ranchers and beginning farmers and 
ranchers, the conservation loan guarantee is 
increased to 90 percent. The program is au-
thorized to be appropriated $150,000,000 
through fiscal year 2018. (Section 5002) 
(3) Down payment loan program 

The House bill increases the maximum 
down payment loan to 45 percent of $667,000. 
(Section 5003) 

The Senate amendment is the same as the 
House bill. (Section 3107) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 5005) 
(4) Mineral rights 

The House bill eliminates the requirement 
that mineral rights be appraised. (Section 
5004) 

The Senate amendment is the same as cur-
rent law. (Section 3105) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 5004) 
(5) Operating loans, Persons who are eligible 

The House bill gives USDA discretion to 
allow alternative legal entities to qualify for 
farm operating loans and allows an embed-
ded entity of a borrower to be deemed eligi-
ble for an operating loan if the entity bor-
rower owns at least 75 percent of the embed-
ded entity. (Section 5101) 

The Senate amendment is the same as the 
House bill. (Section 3201) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 5101) 

(5.1) Term Limits on Direct Loans 
The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment extends direct loan 

term limits to ten years and allows bor-
rowers to earn back eligibility, one year in 
the program for every year out. (Section 
3201) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment maintains current law but re-
quires the Secretary of Agriculture to sub-
mit an annual report to Congress that de-
tails the status of the Department’s direct 
farm operation loan program, and the impact 
of term limits on direct loan borrowers. (Sec-
tion 5104) 

(5.2) Term Limits on Guaranteed Loans 
The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment removes the provi-

sion. 
The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-

ate provision. (Section 5107) 
(6) Operating loans, rural residency require-

ments 
The House bill eliminates the rural resi-

dency requirement for youth loans. (Section 
5102) 

The Senate amendment is the same as cur-
rent law. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 5102) 
(7) Personal liability of youth loan borrower 

The House bill gives USDA the option to 
waive personal liability for youth loans if de-
fault is due to circumstances beyond the bor-
rower’s control. (Section 5103) 
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The Senate amendment allows a borrower 

who defaults on a youth loan to still qualify 
for educational loans. (Section 3201) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes the Secretary of Ag-
riculture to, on a case by case basis, provide 
debt forgiveness of a youth loan if the bor-
rower was unable to repay the loan due to 
circumstances beyond the control of the bor-
rower. The debt forgiveness provided by this 
section shall not be used by other Federal 
agencies in determining eligibility of the 
borrower for any loan made or guaranteed by 
that agency. In no case shall a delinquent 
borrower or a borrower provided debt for-
giveness be denied a loan or loan guarantee 
from the Federal government to pay for edu-
cational expenses of the borrower. (Section 
5103) 
(8) Microloans 

The House bill authorizes the Secretary to 
make operating loans of $35,000 to eligible 
borrowers with a total microloan indebted-
ness of $70,000 to any borrower. It also au-
thorizes intermediary lending projects and 
exempts microloans from counting toward 
direct loan limits. The bill applies limited 
resource loan rates to beginning and veteran 
farmers or ranchers. (Section 5104) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment sets the total indebtedness level 
at $50,000. It also authorizes the Secretary to 
conduct a pilot project to contract with com-
munity development financial institutions 
to make or guarantee microloans and to pro-
vide business, financial and marketing serv-
ices to borrowers. The Secretary is limited 
to $10 million worth of loans through the 
new pilot project in any fiscal year. (Section 
5106) 

To further clarify, the Conference sub-
stitute authorizes the Department of Agri-
culture to establish cooperative lending pilot 
projects to aid administration of microloans. 
The Managers believe that the Farm Service 
Agency should maintain its mission focus on 
direct lending, and consider the agency’s ex-
isting staffing and expertise when deter-
mining how to operate a pilot. The Managers 
expect the Secretary to carefully review 
intermediaries’ loan loss reserve funds, un-
derwriting standards, and other factors that 
preserve program integrity. Therefore, the 
Conference substitute provides that when 
carrying out this pilot program, the Depart-
ment should utilize community financial in-
stitutions that have been approved by the 
Department of the Treasury in order to 
maximize the effectiveness of U.S. govern-
ment resources. 
(9) Emergency loans eligibility 

The House bill gives USDA discretion to 
allow alternative legal entities to qualify for 
an emergency loan. Additionally, it allows 
an embedded entity of a borrower to be 
deemed eligible for an operating loan if the 
entity borrower owns at least 75 percent of 
the embedded entity. (Section 5201) 

The Senate amendment is the same as the 
House bill. (Section 3301) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 5201) 
(10) Beginning Farmer and Rancher individual 

development pilot program 
The House bill authorizes current law 

through 2018. (Section 5301) 
The Senate amendment is the same as the 

House bill. (Section 3428) 
The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-

ate provision. (Section 5301) 
(11) Eligible Beginning Farmers and Ranchers 

The House bill expands the definition of a 
qualified beginning farmer or rancher to in-

clude ‘‘or other such legal entity’’. It also 
changes the acreage ownership limitation 
from 30 percent of the median acreage of 
farms in the county to 30 percent of the aver-
age acreage of farms in the county. (Section 
5302) 

The Senate amendment replaces ‘‘median’’ 
with ‘‘average’’ in the definition and has the 
same 30 percent limitation, but does not give 
USDA discretion to allow alternative legal 
entities to qualify as a beginning farmer or 
rancher. (Section 3002) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment includes language that will en-
sure that any legal entity included in the 
definition of beginning farmer or rancher for 
purposes of qualifying for USDA loans (in-
cluding cooperatives, corporations, partner-
ships, joint operations, or other such legal 
entities as the Secretary considers appro-
priate), will have members, stockholders, 
partners, or joint operators who all qualify 
individually as beginning farmers. This pro-
vision is meant to ensure that any priorities 
given to beginning farmers or ranchers are 
restricted to individual beginning farmers or 
ranchers or entities comprised entirely of be-
ginning farmers or ranchers. (Section 5303) 
(12) Loan Authorization Levels 

The House bill reauthorizes the Secretary’s 
ability to make loans under each subtitle 
through 2018. (Section 5303) 

The Senate amendment is the same as the 
House bill. (Section 3431) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 5304) 
(13) Beginning Farmer and Rancher, priorities 

The House bill adds a new priority for be-
ginning farmer and rancher direct loans to 
those applicants who apply under the down 
payment loan program or with joint financ-
ing arrangements. (Section 5304) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment establishes a floating interest 
rate with a floor of 2.5 percent for joint fi-
nancing arrangements (arrangements where 
the direct farm ownership loan does not ex-
ceed 50 percent of any total loan). (Section 
5003) 

The Managers intend for modifications to 
the interest rates for joint financing ar-
rangements (in Sec. 307(a)(3)(D) of the Con 
Act) to encourage Beginning Farmer and 
Rancher borrowers to first rely on the down 
payment loan program (in Sec. 310E of the 
Con Act) for their ownership credit needs. 
They should then look to joint financing ar-
rangements, and lastly, to the Direct Farm 
Ownership Loan programs. This will help 
maximize the number of borrowers served by 
prioritizing programs that incorporate pub-
lic-private partnerships or personal invest-
ments 
(14) Loan Fund Set-Asides 

The House bill reauthorizes the loan fund 
set asides through 2018. (Section 5305) 

The Senate amendment is the same as the 
House bill. (Section 3431) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 5304) 
(15) Conforming amendment 

The House bill strikes ‘‘section 302 (a)(2) or 
311 (a)(2)’’ and inserts ‘‘section 302 (a)(1)(B) 
or 311 (a)(1)(B)’’. (Section 5306) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 5306) 
(16) Agricultural Mediation programs 

The House bill reauthorizes the state agri-
cultural mediation programs through 2018. 
(Section 5401) 

The Senate amendment is the same as the 
House. (Section 5101) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 5401) 
(17) Loans to Purchasers of Highly Fractionated 

Land 
The House bill authorizes the use of a re-

volving loan fund for purchasers of highly 
fractionated land. (Section 5501) 

The Senate amendment includes the House 
language, updates references to other laws, 
and requires interagency consultation be-
tween USDA and the Department of the Inte-
rior. Additionally, it simplifies appraisals for 
purchasers of highly fractionated land by re-
questing only one appraisal recognized by 
USDA or the Department of the Interior. 
(Section 5102 and Section 5103) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment strikes the requirement that 
USDA consult with the Department of Inte-
rior. (Sections 5402 and 5403) 

It is the intent of the Managers that the 
Department should consult with the Sec-
retary of the Interior when determining reg-
ulations and procedures to define eligible 
purchasers of highly fractionated land rel-
evant to provisions (Sections 5402 and 5403) 
in this Title. 
(18) Compensation disclosure by farm credit sys-

tem institutions 
The Senate amendment requires the Farm 

Credit Administration to review rules re-
garding compensation packages of senior of-
ficers in order to improve compensation dis-
closure. (Section 5104) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
visions. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 5404) 

The Managers support reasonable trans-
parency practices at Farm Credit System 
(FCS) institutions that support stock-
holders’ understanding of the operation of 
those institutions. The Managers also recog-
nize that the Farm Credit Act clearly au-
thorizes the Farm Credit Administration 
(FCA) to require appropriate disclosure from 
FCS institutions, including disclosures de-
scribing compensation practices. The Farm 
Credit Act does not explicitly contemplate 
stockholder voting on specific issues such as 
compensation, and the Managers are con-
cerned such actions could interfere with the 
explicit responsibility and duty of the board. 
Therefore, the Agency should take this into 
consideration as it reviews its regulation. 
(19) Emergency loan, equine farmers 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not mention 

equine farmers and ranchers (nor in Sec. 
3301). (Section 3002) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 5201) 
(20) Repayment Requirements for Farm Owner-

ship Loans 
The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is substantially 

similar to current law. (Section 3105) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(21) Limited-Resource Loans 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3106) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(22) Beginning Farmer and Socially Disadvan-

taged Farmer Contract Land Sales Program 
The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3108) 
The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-

ate provision. 
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(23) Loans to gleaners 

The Senate amendment creates a pilot pro-
gram to support Healthy Foods for the Hun-
gry. It authorizes individual loans of be-
tween $500 and $5,000 to gleaners and other 
regular farm operating loan borrowers for 
the purpose of assisting the borrowers in pro-
viding food for the hungry. The program is 
funded from within the farm operating loan 
program, up to a maximum total of $500,000 
for the entire program. (Section 3201) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute amends and 
moves this section to Title IV. (Section 4026) 
(24) Direct loans, locally produced agriculture 

products 
The Senate amendment adds the assistance 

of a farmer in the production of a locally or 
regionally produced agricultural food prod-
uct as a new purpose for direct loans. (Sec-
tion 3202 (a)(11)) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 

Pertaining to (24), (25), (25.1), and (25.2) of 
this conference report, the Managers affirm 
the Department’s authority to directly lend 
to and guarantee loans for producers of local/ 
regional foods. Congress expects the Depart-
ment to incorporate information on local/re-
gional markets and food production into its 
loan officer training and into any borrower 
or potential borrower outreach. The Man-
agers also intend that valuations of local/re-
gional food under Section 5105 will be incor-
porated into this training and outreach. 
Given the potential for price premiums paid 
for local/regional food, the valuation is an 
important part of understanding the mar-
kets for local/regional foods. The Managers 
expect the Secretary to develop a publically 
available and defensible methodology for as-
sessing and factoring local food price pre-
miums into loan decisions made by the De-
partment. 
(25) Loan officers, training for loans to local/re-

gional farmers 
The Senate amendment requires the Sec-

retary to train loan officers in pricing of 
local and regional food production. (Section 
3202(e)(1)) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 

(25.1) Valuation for local/regional crops for 
purposes of lending 

The Senate amendment requires the Sec-
retary to develop valuation methods for 
local/regional food for purposes of lending to 
local/regional food producers. (Section 
3202(e)(2) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 5105) 

(25.2) Outreach for lending to local/regional 
food producers 

The Senate amendment requires the Sec-
retary to develop an outreach strategy to 
provide loans to local/regional food pro-
ducers. (Section 3302(e)(3)) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 
(26) Emergency loans, commercial fishermen 

The Senate amendment adds commercial 
fishermen to the list of eligible borrowers for 
emergency loans. (Section 3301(a)) 

The House amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 

(27) Hazard insurance, poultry farmers excep-
tion 

The Senate amendment omits any excep-
tion for poultry farmers in the hazard insur-
ance requirement. (Section 3301(d)) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 
(28) Basic Terms for Loans 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

section 307(a)(5)(B). 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House position. 
The Managers of the House Agriculture 

Committee and the Senate Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry believe 
it is important to periodically review and up-
date statutory language such as the Consoli-
dated Farm and Rural Development Act and 
will do so as time allows. 
(29) Guaranteed Farmer Loans 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is substantially 

similar to current law though it eliminates 
coordination with the state in (i). (Section 
3402) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 
(30) Administrative Provisions 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 309 (b)–(g) (the Federal Credit reform 
Act of 1990 rendered these provisions—no 
longer a revolving fund). Also does not 
unclude section 309(i). 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 
(31) Soil Conservation District Loans 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 314. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(32) Interest rate, term of loan, and line of credit 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

section 316(b) except for the first two sen-
tences that provide the operating loan at 
seven years. (Section 3411) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 

(32.1) Line of Credit Loans, Qualifying Com-
modities 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 316 (c)(5)(B) which made line of cred-
it loans available to commodities eligible for 
price support programs before the 1996 Farm 
Bill. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 
(33) Purpose for emergency loans 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 321(b)(3). 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(34) Considerations for making emergency loans 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 322(a) nor 322(b). 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(35) Emergency Credit Revolving Fund 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 326. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(36) Liquidation of loans become part of the 

Emergency Credit Revolving Fund 
The House bill is the same as current law. 

The Senate amendment does not include 
Section 327. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 
(37) General Powers all loan programs 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 331(a), but see ‘‘Section 3403’’ below. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(38) Timing for the processing of farm loan ap-

plications 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 333A(d)–(e), but instead includes Sec-
tion 3403 as follows: 

‘‘Section 3403. Provision of information to 
borrowers. 

‘‘Approval Notification—The Secretary 
shall approve or disapprove an application 
for a loan or loan guarantee made under this 
subtitle, and notify the applicant of such ac-
tion, not later than 60 days after the date on 
which the Secretary has received a complete 
application for the loan or loan guarantee. 

‘‘(b) List of Lenders.—The Secretary shall 
make available to any farmer, on request, a 
list of lenders in the area that participate in 
guaranteed farmer program loan programs 
established under this subtitle, and other 
lenders in the area that express a desire to 
participate in the programs and that request 
inclusion on the list. 

‘‘(c) Other Information.— 
‘‘(1) In general.—On the request of a bor-

rower, the Secretary shall make available to 
the borrower— 

‘‘(A) a copy of each document signed by the 
borrower; ’’ 

‘‘(B) a copy of each appraisal performed 
with respect to the loan; and 

‘‘(C) any document that the Secretary is 
required to provide to the borrower under 
any law in effect on the date of the request. 

(2) Rule of construction.—Paragraph (1) 
shall not supersede any duty imposed on the 
Secretary by a law in effect on January 5, 
1988, unless the duty directly conflicts with a 
duty under paragraph (1).’’ 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 
(39) Rules and Regulations for Debt Service and 

Margin Requirements 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 339(b) or Section 339(e). 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 

(40) Notice of Loan Service Programs 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3404) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 

(41) Planting and Production History Guidelines 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3405) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 

(42) Special Conditions and Limitations on 
Loans 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is similar to cur-

rent law though it deletes the word ‘‘suffi-
cient’’. It also combines the provisions of 
Section 333 and 333A in current law. (Section 
3406) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 

(43) Graduation of Borrowers 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3407) 
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The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(44) Debt Adjustment and Credit Counseling 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3408) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(45) Security Servicing 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is substantially 

similar to current law. (Section 3409) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(46) Contracts on Loan Security Properties 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is substantially 

similar to current law. (Section 3410) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(47) Debt Restructuring and Loan Servicing 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is substantially 

similar to current law. (Section 3411) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(48) Relief for Mobilized military Reservists from 

Certain Agricultural loan obligations 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3412) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 

(49) Interest Rate Reduction Program 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is substantially 

similar to current law though it restricts the 
program to loans under this ‘‘subtitle’’. (Sec-
tion 3413) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 

(50) Rules and Regulations for Debt Service and 
Margin Requirements 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 339(b) or 339(e). 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 

(51) Homestead Property 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3414) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 

(52) Transfer of Inventory Land 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3415) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 

(53) Target Participation Rates 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3416) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 

(54) Compromise or adjustment of debts or claims 
by guaranteed lender 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3417) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 

(55) Waiver of Mediation Rights by Borrowers 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3418) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 

(56) Borrower Training 

The House bill is the same as current law. 

The Senate amendment is substantially 
similar to current law. It eliminates the ‘‘(as 
determined by the appropriate county com-
mittee)’’. (Section 3419) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 
(57) Loan Assessments 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3420) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(58) Supervised Credit 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3421) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(59) Market Placement 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3422) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(60) Recordkeeping of Loans by Gender of Bor-

rower 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3423) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(61) Crop Insurance Requirement 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3424) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 

(62) Loan and Loan Servicing Limitations 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3425) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 

(63) Short Form Certification of Farm Program 
Borrower Compliance 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3426) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 

(64) Underwriting Forms and Standards 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3427) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 

(65) Farmer Loan Pilot Projects 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment authorizes the Sec-

retary to conduct pilot projects of limited 
scope and duration to evaluate processes and 
techniques that may improve the efficiency 
and effectiveness of the programs carried out 
by this subtitle. (Section 3429) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 5302) 

(66) Prohibition on use of Loans for Certain 
Purposes 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law. (Section 3430) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 

(67) Repeal of the application of the Bankhead 
Jones Act 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment outlines an AGRI-

CULTURAL CREDIT INSURANCE FUND. 
The fund established pursuant to section 
11(a) of the Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant 
Act (60 Stat. 1075, chapter 964) shall be 
known as the Agricultural Credit Insurance 

Fund (referred to in this section as the 
‘Fund’, unless the context otherwise re-
quires) for the discharge of the obligations of 
the Secretary under agreements insuring 
loans under this subtitle and loans and mort-
gages insured under prior authority. (Section 
3401) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 
(68) Definitions 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment contains the defi-

nition of the terms ‘‘farmer’’, ‘‘beginning 
farmer or rancher’’, ‘‘United States’’, ‘‘direct 
loan’’, ‘‘farmer program loan’’, ‘‘qualified be-
ginning farmer’’, ‘‘debt forgiveness’’, ‘‘rural 
area’’, ‘‘borrower’’, ‘‘loan service program’’, 
and ‘‘primary loan servicing program’’. Addi-
tionally, it does not include the definitions 
of the terms ‘‘owner-operator’’, ‘‘insured’’, 
‘‘contract of insurance’’, ‘‘joint operation’’, 
and ‘‘preservation loan servicing program’’. 
(Section 3002) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 
(69) Limitations for insured loans and guaran-

teed loans 
The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 344. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(70) Maximum amounts for loans authorized, 

long-term cost projections 
The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 346(a). 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(71) Other Federal agencies provisions of tech-

nical assistance to farmer with loans 
The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 347. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(72) Debt for nature 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment defines the terms 

‘‘highly erodible land’’ and ‘‘wildlife’’ in Sec-
tion 3002, but does not include definitions for 
the terms ‘‘governmental entity’’ and ‘‘rec-
reational purposes’’. (Section 3002) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 
(73) Purposes of farm loan programs 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 350. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(74) Debt restructuring and loan servicing 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 353(f) or (h). 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(75) Rural Development and Farm Loan Pro-

gram Activities 
The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment is the same as cur-

rent law—included in (Section 3913). 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(76) Payment of Interest as a condition of loan 

servicing for borrowers 
The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 372. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(77) Making and Servicing of Loans by Per-

sonnel of State, County or Area Committees 
The House bill is the same as current law. 
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The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 376. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(78) Eligibility of Employees of State, County, or 

Area Committee for loans and loan Guaran-
tees 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Senate amendment does not include 

Section 377. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
TITLE VI—RURAL DEVELOPMENT 

(1) Water, Waste Disposal, and Wastewater Fa-
cility Grants 

The House bill reauthorizes the authoriza-
tion of appropriations for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. (Section 6001) 

The Senate amendment is the same as the 
House. (Section 6001) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 6001) 
(2) Rural Business Opportunity Grants 

The House bill reauthorizes the authoriza-
tion of appropriations for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. (Section 6002) 

The Senate amendment authorizes appro-
priations of $65,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018 and combines the Rural Busi-
ness Enterprise Grant and RBOG programs. 
(Section 6001) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment strikes Sections 310B(c) and 
306(a)(11) in the Con Act and replaces them 
with the Rural Business Development Grant 
authority, allocating not more than 10 per-
cent of amounts appropriated for the pur-
poses previously authorized under the Rural 
Business Opportunity Grant authority. (Sec-
tion 6012) 

The Managers made an effort to streamline 
and consolidate programs whenever possible. 
The conference substitute combines two ex-
isting programs, the Rural Business Oppor-
tunity Grants program and the Rural Busi-
ness Enterprise Grants program, into a sin-
gle program to be known as the Rural Busi-
ness Development Grants program. The Man-
agers intend for this new program to func-
tion in a manner similar to its predecessors 
and to award competitive grants to public 
agencies and non-profit community develop-
ment organizations for business develop-
ment, planning, technical assistance, or job 
training in rural areas. 
(3) Elimination of Reservation of Community 

Facilities Grant Program Funds 
The House bill repeals the reservation of 

funds. (Section 6003) 
The Senate amendment does not include 

the reservation of funds. (Section 6001) 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. (Section 6002) 
(4) Utilization of Loan Guarantees for Commu-

nity Facilities 
The House bill authorizes the Secretary to 

utilize loan guarantees for community facili-
ties to the maximum extent possible. (Sec-
tion 6004) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 6004) 
(5) Rural Water and Wastewater Circuit Rider 

Program 
The House bill authorizes the Secretary to 

continue a national rural water and waste-
water circuit rider program. Additionally, 
the bill authorizes appropriations of 
$20,000,000 for each fiscal year. (Section 6005) 

The Senate amendment authorizes appro-
priations of $25,000,000 for each fiscal year. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 6003) 

(6) Tribal College and University Essential Com-
munity Facilities 

The House bill authorizes appropriations of 
$5,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
(Section 6006) 

The Senate amendment authorizes appro-
priations of $10,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. Additionally, the amendment 
authorizes the Secretary to establish the 
maximum percentage of the cost of the 
project covered by this grant and limits the 
amount of non-Federal support to no more 
than 5 percent of the total cost of the 
project. The amendment also establishes 
grant priorities, the maximum grant 
amount, grant rate and local share require-
ments applicable to these grants. (Section 
6001) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment reauthorizes the authorization 
of appropriations through 2018. (Section 6005) 

(7) Essential Community Facilities Technical 
Assistance and Training 

The House bill authorizes technical assist-
ance and training for essential community 
facilities. Additionally, the bill reserves not 
less than 3 nor more than 5 percent of any 
funds appropriated to carry out each of the 
community facilities programs authorized 
under subsection 306(a). (Section 6007) 

The Senate amendment authorizes tech-
nical assistance to applicants and partici-
pants for community facilities programs. 
Additionally, under the amendment, the Sec-
retary may not use more than 3 percent of 
the amount of funds made available to par-
ticipants for a fiscal year for a community 
facilities program to provide technical as-
sistance. (Section 6001) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 6006) 

The Managers understand that rural com-
munities, primarily due to limited staffing, 
often need technical assistance when devel-
oping funding applications. The conference 
substitute authorizes as much as 5 percent of 
the funding available through the Commu-
nity Facilities Loan and Grant Program for 
technical assistance to help smaller commu-
nities in the development of their applica-
tions to the program. 

(8) Emergency Imminent Community Water As-
sistance Grant Program 

The House bill authorizes appropriations of 
$27,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
(Section 6008) 

The Senate amendment authorizes appro-
priations of $35,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. (Section 6001) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment reauthorizes the authorization 
of appropriations through 2018. (Section 6007) 

(9) Household Water Well Systems 

The House bill authorizes appropriations of 
$5,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
(Section 6009) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 6009) 

(10) Rural Business and Industry Loan Program 

The House bill amends subsection 310B(a) 
to include working capital as a loan purpose. 
Additionally, paragraph 310B(g)(7) is amend-
ed to authorize the Secretary, when deter-
mining whether a cooperative organization 
is eligible for a guaranteed business and in-
dustry loan, to take accounts receivable as 
security for obligations, and a borrower may 
use accounts receivable as collateral to se-
cure a loan. (Section 6010) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment clarifies that the additional loan 
purpose is the financing of working capital. 
(Section 6010) 

The Managers recognize the importance of 
‘‘Main Street’’ businesses to rural commu-
nities, and that the recent economic down-
turn has reduced the affordability of credit 
in rural areas, putting considerable strain on 
these small businesses. The Conference sub-
stitute addresses this issue through changes 
to the Business & Industry (B&I) Loan Pro-
gram intended to ensure working capital is 
an eligible use of funds. 

The Conference substitute also provides 
flexibility for the Secretary to consider ac-
counts receivable for the purposes of collat-
eral to allow lenders to help meet the capital 
needs of small businesses in rural areas. The 
Managers encourage USDA to examine addi-
tional ways to guarantee lending to small 
brick-and-mortar, community-owned busi-
nesses, such as an increased loan guarantee 
percentage for smaller loans, a streamlined 
process for making B&I loans of less than 
$250,000, and making operating lines of credit 
eligible as a program use. 

Additionally, the Managers encourage 
USDA to better coordinate with the Small 
Business Administration on outreach to 
rural lenders related to the B&I loan guar-
antee program. 
(11) Rural Cooperative Development Grants 

The House bill authorizes appropriations of 
$40,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
(Section 6011) 

The Senate amendment authorizes appro-
priations of $50,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018 and an interagency working 
group to foster cooperative development and 
ensure coordination with Federal agencies 
and cooperative organizations. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes appropriations of 
$40,000,000 for each fiscal year 2014 through 
2018 and an interagency working group to 
foster cooperative development and ensure 
coordination with Federal agencies and co-
operative organizations. (Section 6013) 
(12) Locally or Regionally Produced Agricul-

tural Food Products 

The House bill authorizes a reservation of 
funds through fiscal year 2018 of not less 
than 5 percent and not more than 7 percent 
of the funds made available to carry out sub-
section (g), business and industry direct and 
guaranteed loans. (Section 6012) 

The Senate amendment authorizes a res-
ervation of funds for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018, not less than 5 percent of the 
total amount of funds made available to 
carry out subsection (e), loans to private 
business enterprises and business and indus-
try direct and guaranteed loans. (Section 
6001) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment reauthorizes the reservation of 
funds through 2018. (Section 6014) 
(13) Intermediary Relending Program 

The House bill moves the authorization of 
the Intermediary Relending Program (IRP) 
to the Consolidated Farm and Rural Devel-
opment Act (Con Act). Additionally, it au-
thorizes $10,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. (Section 6013) 

The Senate amendment moves authoriza-
tion of IRP to the Con Act. Additionally, it 
authorizes $50,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. (Section 6001) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment prohibits the Secretary from 
making IRP loans under another authority, 
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authorizes appropriations of $25,000,000 for 
each fiscal year 2014 through 2018, and elimi-
nates another authority for the program. 
(Section 6017) 
(14) Rural College Coordinated Strategy 

The House bill authorizes the Secretary to 
develop a rural community college coordi-
nated strategy across the Rural Develop-
ment mission area. (Section 6014) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 6018) 

The Managers recognize the contributions 
that rural community and technical colleges 
make in the development of a well-trained 
workforce in rural communities. These insti-
tutions serve over 3.5 million students, and 
train sixty-percent of first responders and al-
lied health care providers in rural commu-
nities. The Managers expect the Secretary to 
work closely with the rural community and 
technical colleges to create a coordinated 
strategy which would guide the investments 
USDA already makes through rural develop-
ment programs. Noting that a number of 
programs have varying eligibility criteria 
and purposes, the Managers expect the Sec-
retary to look across the entire suite of rural 
development programs when creating a co-
ordinated strategy to help deploy the most 
appropriate resources for each of the needs 
identified in consultation with representa-
tives from the rural community and tech-
nical colleges. These investments should 
continue to utilize appropriate authorities 
under both the Rural Electrification Act and 
the Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop-
ment Act, including investments in tech-
nology and facilities, to better serve rural 
students. 
(15) Rural Water and Waste Disposal Infra-

structure 
The House bill authorizes the Secretary, 

with respect to water and waste disposal di-
rect and guaranteed loans, to encourage to 
the maximum extent practicable, private or 
cooperative lenders to finance rural water 
and waste disposal facilities by maximizing 
the use of loan guarantees in communities 
where the population exceeds 5,500, maxi-
mizing the use of direct loans where the im-
pact on rate payers will be material when 
compared to a loan guarantee, in the case of 
projects that require interim financing 
above $500,000 requiring those projects to ini-
tially seek such financing from a private or 
cooperative lender and determining if exist-
ing direct borrowers can refinance with a 
private or cooperative lender prior to pro-
viding a new direct loan. (Section 6015) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 6019) 

The Managers note that there is over $3 
billion in pending applications for water and 
wastewater projects throughout rural Amer-
ica. Reauthorization of water infrastructure 
programs is a vital component to rural eco-
nomic development. Access to water systems 
promotes the health of rural communities 
and attracts businesses to invest in commu-
nities which are well supported by critical 
infrastructure. To address the current back-
log, the Conference substitute directs USDA 
to maximize the use of guarantees through 
private or cooperative lenders for projects 
for larger communities. The Managers ex-
pect these provisions to leverage available 
funds to serve more communities than might 
otherwise be served solely through direct 
loans. 
(16) Simplified Applications 

The House bill requires the Secretary, to 
the maximum extent practicable, to develop 

a simplified application process for covered 
programs authorized by the Con Act. It also 
requires a report to Congress on implementa-
tion of the simplified applications. (Section 
6016) 

The Senate amendment requires the Sec-
retary to expedite the process of creating 
user-friendly and accessible application 
forms and procedures prioritizing programs 
and applications at the individual level. It 
also requires the Secretary to offer a sim-
plified application form and process for 
project proposals requesting less than $50,000 
for VAPG. (Section 6001) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 6020) 
(17) Grants for NOAA Weather Radio Transmit-

ters 
The House bill authorizes appropriations of 

$1,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
(Section 6017) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 6022) 
(18) Rural Microentrepreneur Assistance Pro-

gram 
The House bill authorizes appropriations of 

$20,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
(Section 6018) 

The Senate amendment allots the CCC 
$3,000,000 funds for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018 to be available until expended. 
Additionally, the amendment defines Micro-
enterprise Development Organization to in-
clude an organization that is a collaboration 
of rural nonprofit entities serving a region or 
State, if one lead nonprofit entity is the sole 
underwriter of all loans and is responsible 
for associated risks. The amendment defines 
the term ‘‘training’’ to mean teaching broad 
business principles or general business skills 
in a group or public setting and the term 
‘‘technical assistance’’ to mean working 
with a business client in a one-to-one man-
ner. The amendment requires 15 percent 
matching funds, the form of which can be 
community development block grants. (Sec-
tion 6001) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes of funds from the 
Commodity Credit Corporation $3,000,000 for 
each fiscal year 2014 through 2018 and reau-
thorizes the authorization of appropriations 
through 2018. (Section 6023) 
(19) Delta Regional Authority 

The House bill authorizes appropriations of 
$12,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
It also extends the termination of authority 
until October 1, 2018. (Section 6019) 

The Senate amendment authorizes appro-
priations of $30,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. The termination extension is 
the same as the House. (Section 6001) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment reauthorizes the Authority 
through 2018 and the authorization of appro-
priations for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
(Section 6026) 
(20) Northern Great Plains Regional Authority 

The House bill authorizes appropriations of 
$2,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 through 2018 
and extends the termination of authority. 
(Section 6020) 

The Senate amendment authorizes appro-
priations of $30,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018, has a similar termination of 
authority provision as the House, and 
amends the annual audit requirement. (Sec-
tion 6001) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment reauthorizes the authority 
through 2018 and the authorization of appro-

priations for fiscal years 2014 through 2018, as 
well as requires an annual audit only if funds 
are appropriated to the subtitle. (Section 
6027) 
(21) Rural Business Investment Program 

The House bill authorizes appropriations of 
$20,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
(Section 6021) 

The Senate amendment authorizes appro-
priations of $25,000,000 through fiscal year 
2018 and requires each rural business invest-
ment company to meet capital requirements 
as provided by the Secretary. (Section 6001) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 6028) 
(22) Definitions, ‘‘Section 3002’’ ’’, apply to both 

Credit and RD in rewrite 
The Senate amendment rewrote and reor-

ganized portions of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act. (Section 6001) 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(23) Water and Waste Disposal Loans, Loan 

Guarantees, and Grants 
The Senate amendment rewrote and reor-

ganized portions of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act. (Section 6001) 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(24) Water and Waste Facility Loans and 

Grants to Alleviate Health Risks and Alaska 
Water 

The Senate amendment authorizes water 
and waste facility loans and grants to allevi-
ate health risks and give the Secretary the 
authority to give priority to applications 
from eligible entities that provide services 
to colonias, the residents of Indian reserva-
tions, rural or native villages in Alaska and 
Native Hawaiian Home Lands. The amend-
ment authorizes appropriations for grants at 
$60,000,000 for each fiscal year and for loans 
at $60,000,000 for each fiscal year. In addition 
to the match requirement from the State of 
Alaska for grants awarded to its rural or na-
tive villages, grants to native tribal health 
consortiums and public agencies shall re-
quire a match from the State in which the 
project shall occur. (Section 6001) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment reauthorizes the authorization 
of appropriations through 2018. (Section 6008) 
(25) Solid Waste Management Grants 

The Senate amendment authorizes solid 
waste management grants and authorizes ap-
propriations of $10,000,000 for each fiscal year 
2014 through 2018. (Section 6001) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes appropriations of 
$10,000,000 for each fiscal year 2014 through 
2018. (Section 6011) 
(26–31) Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop-

ment Act 
The Senate amendments rewrote and reor-

ganized portions of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act. (Section 6001) 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provisions. 
(32) Delta Health 

The Senate amendment authorizes appro-
priations of $3,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. (Section 6001) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
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amendment reauthorizes the authorization 
of appropriations for each fiscal year 2014 
through 2018. (Section 6024) 
(33) Value-Added Agricultural Product Market 

Development Grants 

The Senate amendment allows the Sec-
retary to award grants and gives inde-
pendent producers direction regarding grant-
ee strategies. The amendment states that 
priority is given to projects that contribute 
to increasing opportunities for operators of 
small and medium sized farms. Priority is 
given to projects at least 1⁄4 of the recipients 
of which are beginning farmers or socially 
disadvantaged farmers. The Secretary shall 
provide substantial weight to these prior-
ities. (Section 6001) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 
(34) Appropriate Technology Transfer for Rural 

Areas Program 

The Senate amendment authorizes the Ap-
propriate Technology Transfer for Rural 
Areas program, and authorizes appropria-
tions of $5,000,000 for each fiscal year 2014 
through 2018. (Section 6001) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment reauthorizes the authorization 
of appropriations for each fiscal year 2014 
through 2018. (Section 6015) 
(35) B&I Loans 

The Senate amendment rewrote and reor-
ganized portions of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act. 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(36) General Provisions for Loans and Grants 

The Senate amendment rewrote and reor-
ganized portions of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act. 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(37) Regional Authority 

The Senate amendment authorizes a re-
gional priority, including a reservation of 
funds from funding available for functional 
categories, for projects that are part of a 
multijurisdictional development plan. (Sec-
tion 6001) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes a priority for specific 
rural development programs only if an eligi-
ble application is carried out solely in a 
rural area (as described for its functional 
category) and also supports development 
plans on a multijurisdictional basis. A high-
er priority shall be awarded to applications 
that support multijurisdictional develop-
ment plans with particular attributes. A ten 
percent reservation of funds is made avail-
able from funding available for functional 
categories. Any approved application may be 
amended to qualify for the reservation of 
funds. All funding, including the reservation 
of funds, is available to certain approved ap-
plications. (Section 6025) 

The Managers expect rural entities to uti-
lize Rural Development programs in a man-
ner that supports projects and initiatives 
that develop long-term community and eco-
nomic growth strategies. Traditionally, 
rural development programs have been used 
to meet an immediate need. The Managers 
recognize that it is essential that versatile 
programs such as the Community Facilities 

Loan and Grant Program are available to 
rural residents to address pressing needs and 
concerns, and the Managers want to ensure 
that the programs authorized in this title 
continue to provide that type of assistance. 
The Managers also understand that regional 
plans cannot always address every need, and 
expect USDA will only devote funds specifi-
cally to regional projects beyond the funds 
set aside for this purpose if such can be done 
without preventing the funding of otherwise 
eligible projects in areas where regional 
plans have not been developed or the appli-
cant does not feel it is in their best interest 
to pursue a regional approach. 

To the extent possible, the Managers en-
courage USDA to work with rural commu-
nities to consider how they might use Rural 
Development resources to address multi-ju-
risdictional needs, by leveraging federal, 
state, local or private funding, or otherwise 
capitalize upon the unique strengths of the 
rural area to support successful community 
and economic development. The Managers 
recognize the work conducted by the na-
tional network of 540 multi-jurisdictional re-
gional planning and development organiza-
tions to develop such plans and expect that, 
where possible, USDA will ensure any pri-
ority given to applications under this section 
to rely on these plans. Further, the Man-
agers expect that priority will be given only 
to proposals that are consistent with an 
adopted regional economic or community de-
velopment plan. 

The Managers believe that projects that 
reflect the characteristics described above 
can help to maximize the impact of re-
sources available at all levels of government 
and ultimately help rural communities reach 
their full potential. For these reasons, the 
conference substitute has provided the Sec-
retary with the discretion to prioritize appli-
cations for funding that reflect an appli-
cant’s efforts to maximize resources and sup-
port strategic community and economic de-
velopment and reserved funding within se-
lect programs for this purpose. 
(38) Rural Development Insurance Fund 

The Senate amendment rewrote and reor-
ganized portions of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act. 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. 
(39) Rural Economic Area Partnership Zones 

The Senate authorizes the Secretary to 
carry out rural economic area partnership 
zones in effect on the date of enactment of 
this Act. It also authorizes the Secretary to 
designate additional rural economic area 
partnership zones. (Section 6001) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes the Secretary to 
carry out rural economic area partnership 
zones in effect on the date of enactment of 
this Act. (Section 6016) 
(40) Rural Development Partnership 

The Senate amendment authorizes the 
State Rural Development Partnership. It 
does not include the Coordinating Com-
mittee in the Partnership. It outlines that 
the purposes of the Partnership are to be ac-
complished in a manner that maximizes col-
laborative public-and-private-sector coopera-
tion and minimizes regulatory redundancy. 
The Coordinating Panel includes representa-
tives from State rural development councils 
and shall facilitate effective communication 
among members of the Partnership. It also 
authorizes Federal agencies to enter into co-
operative agreements with and provide 
grants and other assistance to State rural 

development councils and authorizes State 
rural development councils, but does not in-
clude a duty to work with the Coordinating 
Committee on strategies. It authorizes an 
annual plan and report to the Secretary and 
authorizes appropriations of $5,000,000 for 
each fiscal year 2014 through 2018. Federal 
agencies are authorized to enter into several 
types of agreements with State rural devel-
opment councils and terminates such au-
thority on Sept. 30, 2018. (Section 6001) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment reauthorizes the National Rural 
Development Partnership through 2018. (Sec-
tion 6021) 
(41–76) Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop-

ment Act 
The Senate amendment rewrote and reor-

ganized portions of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act. (Section 6001) 

The House bill is the same as current law. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provisions. 
(77) Energy Efficiency 

The House bill authorizes the Secretary to 
make loans to borrowers for the purpose of 
relending to ultimate consumers for energy 
efficiency. It also authorizes the Secretary, 
acting through the Rural Utilities Service, 
to make loans and grants from the Cushion 
Credit subaccount. (Section 6101) 

The Senate amendment authorizes a Rural 
Energy Savings Program to create jobs, pro-
mote rural development, and help rural fam-
ilies and small businesses achieve cost sav-
ings by providing loans to qualified con-
sumers to implement durable cost-effective 
energy efficiency measures. The program 
provides 0% interest rate loans to eligible 
Rural Utilities Service borrowers to fund 
loans to qualified consumers to implement 
energy efficiency measures. (Section 6203) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes a Rural Energy Sav-
ings Program to create jobs, promote rural 
development, and help rural families and 
small businesses achieve cost savings by pro-
viding loans to qualified consumers to imple-
ment durable cost-effective energy efficiency 
measures. The program provides 0% interest 
rate loans to eligible Rural Utilities Service 
borrowers to fund loans to qualified con-
sumers. The amendment strikes the author-
ity for Fast Start Demonstration projects 
and rulemaking requirements as well as au-
thorizes appropriations of $75,000,000 for each 
fiscal year 2014 through 2018. (Section 6205) 

The Managers have authorized this new au-
thority as an addition to any other authority 
the Secretary may have to offer loans. 
(78) Fees for Certain Loan Guarantees 

The House bill authorizes the Secretary, at 
the request of the borrower, to charge an up-
front fee to cover the cost of an electrifica-
tion base load generation loan guarantee 
equal to the cost of the loan guarantee. (Sec-
tion 6102) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 6101) 
(79) Rural Utilities Service Contracting Author-

ity 
The House bill amends current law to up-

date its reference to the ‘‘Rural Utilities 
Service’’, reflect the current authorization of 
cooperative agreements and not allow a con-
tract funded by a borrower to be considered 
a public contract within the meaning of title 
41 of the U.S. Code. (Section 6103) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 
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The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-

ate provision. 
(80) Access to Broadband Telecommunications 

Services in Rural Areas 
The House bill amends paragraph (c)(2) of 

the Rural Electrification Act of 1936 to pro-
vide the highest priority to applicants that 
offer to provide broadband service to the 
greatest proportion of households that would 
otherwise not have a service provider. It au-
thorizes a priority to applicants where the 
application is not predominantly for busi-
ness service only, but offers to provide 
broadband service to at least 25 percent of 
customers that are commercial interests. 
Additionally, it amends paragraph (d)(5) to 
require the Secretary to publish a notice for 
each application describing the application 
including the amount and type of support re-
quested and a list of the census block groups 
or tracts proposed to be so served. It amends 
subsection (d) to require the Secretary to es-
tablish a process where an incumbent service 
provider who provides broadband service to a 
remote rural area may submit to the Sec-
retary information regarding the broadband 
services that a provider offers in a proposed 
service territory so that the Secretary may 
assess whether the application is an eligible 
project. The bill also amends subsection (e) 
to require the Secretary, when considering 
the technology needs of customers in a pro-
posed service territory, to take into consid-
eration the upgrade or replacement cost for 
the construction or acquisition of facilities 
and equipment in the territory. Lastly, the 
House bill reauthorizes the authorization of 
appropriations and the termination of au-
thority through fiscal year 2018. (Section 
6106) 

The Senate amendment amends paragraph 
(c)(2) to provide the highest priority to appli-
cants that offer to provide broadband service 
to the greatest proportion of households that 
would otherwise not have broadband service 
that meets a minimum acceptable level. It 
authorizes a priority to projects that serve 
rural communities with a population of less 
than 20,000, experiencing outmigration, with 
a high percentage of low-income residents 
and which are isolated. It also authorizes 
evaluation periods each fiscal year to com-
pare applications and prioritize awards to 
rural communities that do not have residen-
tial broadband service that meets a min-
imum acceptable level. Paragraph (d)(8) re-
quires the Secretary to post on the RUS 
website information that identifies an appli-
cant, the amount and type of support re-
quested by each applicant and a list of the 
census block groups or proposed service ter-
ritory. It amends paragraph (d)(5) to require 
the Secretary to publish a notice of each ap-
plication describing the estimated number 
and proportion relative to the service terri-
tory of households without terrestrial-based 
broadband service. Paragraph (d)(8) requires 
the Secretary to allow broadband service 
providers to submit information about the 
broadband services that the providers offer 
in the groups or tracts in the list of the cen-
sus block groups or proposed service terri-
tory so that the Secretary may assess wheth-
er the application is an eligible project. It 
authorizes appropriations for $50,000,000 
through fiscal year 2018 and program author-
ity through fiscal year 2018. 

Additionally, the amendment amends sub-
section (l) (as redesignated) to authorize 
from amounts made available for each fiscal 
year a set aside of at least 1 percent for over-
sight and implementing accountability 
measures. 

It also amends Section 601 of the Rural 
Electrification Act of 1936 by authorizing a 
grant program for facilities and equipment 
for broadband service in rural areas, and 

amends paragraph (b)(3) to define ‘‘rural 
area’’ as any area described in section 3002 of 
the Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop-
ment Act. It amends subsection (b) to define 
the term ‘‘ultra-high speed service’’. 

It also amends clause (d)(1)(A)(i) to require 
an eligible entity to demonstrate the ability 
to furnish, improve in order to meet a min-
imum acceptable level of broadband service, 
or extend service to all or part of an 
unserved rural area or an area below a min-
imum acceptable level of broadband service 
or to demonstrate the ability to carry out a 
project under a pilot program that provides 
a proposed service territory with ultra-high 
speed service. Clause (d)(2)(A)(i) is amended 
to authorize assistance only if not less than 
25 percent of the households in the proposed 
service territory are unserved or have serv-
ice levels below a minimum acceptable level. 
Clause (d)(2)(A)(ii) is amended to authorize 
assistance only if broadband service is not 
provided in any part of the proposed service 
territory by 2 or more incumbent service 
providers. Subparagraph (d)(2)(B) is amended 
to authorize an increase or decrease to the 25 
percent requirement under certain cir-
cumstances. Clause (d)(2)(C)(i) is amended to 
provide an exception to the 3 or more incum-
bent service provider requirement if the in-
cumbent service provider is upgrading 
broadband service to a minimum acceptable 
level of service. Clause (d)(2)(C)(ii) is amend-
ed to not apply the exception to the 3 or 
more incumbent service provider require-
ment if the project is being carried out under 
a pilot program to provide a proposed service 
territory with ultra-high speed service, un-
less an incumbent is providing ultra-high 
speed service. Subparagraph (d)(2)(C) is 
amended to require a market survey be cer-
tified by an affected community and dem-
onstrated on a broadband map. Paragraph 
(d)(4) is amended to authorize pilot programs 
to address areas that are unserved or have 
service levels below a minimum acceptable 
level of service, or provide a proposed service 
territory with ultra-high speed service. 

It amends subsection (d) to authorize cer-
tain reporting requirements by the entity re-
ceiving assistance to the Secretary including 
the use by the entity of the assistance and 
the progress towards fulfilling the objective 
of the assistance. The Secretary is required 
to maintain a fully searchable database ac-
cessible on the Internet and at no cost to the 
public that contains information regarding 
applicants and data regarding entities re-
ceiving assistance. The Secretary must also 
establish written procedures for all 
broadband programs administered by the 
Secretary. The Secretary may also establish 
additional report and information require-
ments for recipients to ensure compliance. 
The Secretary is also authorized, if no 
broadband service provider submits informa-
tion in regard to whether an application sub-
mitted meets the eligibility requirements in 
the program, to consider the number of pro-
viders in the group or tract to be established. 

Subsection (e) is amended to define the 
minimum acceptable level of broadband serv-
ice as at least 4-Mbps downstream trans-
mission capacity and a 1-Mbps upstream 
transmission capacity. The Senate amend-
ment authorizes the Secretary to adjust the 
minimum acceptable level of service and 
consider whether the broadband service is 
fixed or mobile. Paragraph (g)(2) is amended 
to authorize the Secretary to establish a 
limited initial deferral period or comparable 
terms necessary to achieve the financial fea-
sibility and long-term sustainability of the 
project. Subsection (j) is amended to require 
the Administrator to report on the number 
of loans applied for and provided, including 
any loan terms or conditions for which the 
Secretary provided additional assistance to 

unserved areas and the overall progress to-
wards fulfilling the goal of improving the 
quality of rural life by expanding rural 
broadband access, as demonstrated by 
metrics. It amends Section 601 by author-
izing the Secretary to require address-level 
broadband buildout data. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment requires the Secretary to estab-
lish at least 2 evaluation periods each year 
to compare applications to the program and 
prioritize applications for all or part of rural 
communities that do not have residential 
service that meets the minimum acceptable 
level of broadband service defined as at least 
4-Mbps downstream and 1-Mbps upstream 
transmission capacity, as reviewed and ad-
justed by the Secretary. Priority is also au-
thorized for applicants that offer to provide 
service, not predominantly for businesses, 
where at least 25 percent of the customers 
would be commercial interests. The highest 
priority shall be given to applicants that 
offer to provide broadband service to the 
greatest proportion of unserved households 
or households that do not have service that 
meets the minimum acceptable level of serv-
ice as defined. The Secretary is directed to 
give equal consideration to all qualified ap-
plicants, whether or not they are a previous 
USDA borrower in the program. 

The amendment requires eligible entities 
to demonstrate the ability to furnish, im-
prove in order to meet the minimum accept-
able level of broadband service as defined or 
extend service to an unserved rural area or 
an area below the minimum acceptable level 
of broadband service as defined. An eligible 
project, in general, requires not less than 15 
percent of the households in the proposed 
service territory to be unserved or have serv-
ice levels below the minimum acceptable 
level of broadband service as defined. The in-
cumbent service provider requirement for 
project eligibility will not apply if an incum-
bent service provider is upgrading broadband 
service for an existing service territory to 
meet the minimum acceptable level of 
broadband service as defined. Information 
submitted for the market survey require-
ment must be certified or demonstrated with 
address-level data or the National Broadband 
Map. 

The amendment requires the Secretary to 
promptly provide a fully searchable database 
on the RUS website that contains certain in-
formation regarding applications received 
and entities receiving assistance. The Sec-
retary will require any entity receiving as-
sistance to submit a semiannual report for 3 
years after completion of the project includ-
ing certain information. The Secretary is 
also directed, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, to establish written procedures for 
all broadband programs administered by the 
RUS to recover funds from loan defaults, 
deobligate any awards, re-award funds and 
minimize overlap among programs. The Sec-
retary is directed to allow broadband service 
providers to submit information concerning 
the service that they offer in relation to ap-
plications received and information posted 
on the RUS website in order to assess wheth-
er the application is eligible and, if no infor-
mation is received, to consider the number of 
providers by using the most current National 
Broadband Map or other data. The amend-
ment authorizes the Secretary to consider 
whether the recipient is or would be serving 
an unserved area or one with service levels 
below the minimum acceptable level of 
broadband service as defined when deter-
mining the terms and conditions of a loan or 
loan guarantee, and if such determination is 
made, the Secretary may establish a limited 
initial deferral period. The Secretary is also 
required to submit in his annual report in-
formation that includes any loan terms or 
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conditions for which the Secretary provided 
additional assistance to unserved areas, as 
well as overall progress towards expanding 
rural broadband access as demonstrated by 
metrics. The amendment authorizes a study 
of the ways that data collected under USDA 
broadband programs could be shared with 
the FCC to support the national Broadband 
Map. The amendment reauthorizes the pro-
gram and authorization of appropriations 
through 2018. 

It also authorizes the Rural Gigabit Net-
work Pilot Program to provide grants, loans 
or loan guarantees to furnish or extend 
ultra-high speed service to rural areas, with 
an authorization of appropriations of 
$10,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. (Sections 6104 and 6105) 

Through the Broadband Program, USDA 
provides funds for the construction, improve-
ment, and acquisition of facilities and equip-
ment needed to provide broadband service in 
rural communities. The conference sub-
stitute directs the program to target funds 
to rural communities currently unserved or 
without a minimum acceptable level of 
broadband service. 

The conference substitute provides that 
equal consideration should be given to all 
qualified applicants, including those that 
have not previously received loans or loan 
guarantees. The Managers expect this provi-
sion not to be interpreted in a manner that 
would compel the agency to make loans, re-
gardless of the technology utilized, to pro-
vide broadband service in geographic areas 
in which it has an outstanding telecom or 
broadband loan. Further, the Managers also 
expect the agency to have in place processes 
that ensure that all incumbent service pro-
viders, particularly those with existing agen-
cy loans, are made aware of all applications 
in their service areas along with a mecha-
nism for these companies to provide the 
agency with relevant information on the im-
pact of the proposal. Finally, the managers 
intend that the provision in subsection 
(c)(2)(C) be interpreted by the Secretary as 
not reducing the priority of applications for 
loans or loan guarantees from applicants 
with an existing loan or loan guarantee 
under this program to the extent that the 
application for additional financing is de-
signed to ensure the financial viability of the 
project and reduce the risk of loss for the 
Secretary and taxpayers with respect to the 
existing loan or loan guarantee. 

The Managers expect the Secretary, when 
reviewing the minimum broadband speed, to 
provide updates in the Federal Register 
through a notice only, and not through a for-
mal rulemaking process. 

The Managers are aware of concerns about 
network security and data surety, especially 
as broadband networks expand in part due to 
efforts supported by this program to promote 
wider broadband coverage throughout the 
country. The House Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence has released an inves-
tigative report on network security issues in 
recent months, and the Managers encourage 
the Department to take reports such as this 
one into consideration as it administers this 
program. 

The Conference substitute adopts provi-
sions which encourage USDA to consider the 
number of business subscribers in a potential 
project. With economic development at the 
core of the broadband loan program, the 
Managers expect USDA to consider the bene-
fits to the community of projects which will 
provide sufficient levels of service for busi-
ness connections, both in main-street estab-
lishments and those businesses which are op-
erated out of the owner’s residence. 

The conference substitute also makes the 
application process more transparent and 
strengthens the reporting requirements for 

successful applicants to ensure the public 
can access information as to how program 
funding is utilized. 
(81) Definition of Rural Area 

The Senate amendment amends current 
law to define the term ‘‘rural area’’ as any 
area described in clause 3002(28)(A)(i) of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act, as amended by Section 6001. That clause 
defines ‘‘rural’’ and ‘‘rural area’’ to mean 
any area other than a city or town that has 
a population of greater than 50,000 inhab-
itants. (Section 6101) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 
(82) Distance Learning and Telemedicine 

The House bill authorizes appropriations of 
$65,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
(Section 6201) 

The Senate amendment authorizes appro-
priations of $100,000,000 through fiscal year 
2018. (Section 6201) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes appropriations of 
$75,000,000 for each fiscal year 2014 through 
2018. (Section 6201) 
(83) Value-Added Agricultural Market Develop-

ment Program Grants 

The House bill authorizes $50,000,000 of the 
funds of the Commodity Credit Corporation 
and reauthorizes appropriations through fis-
cal year 2018. (Section 6202) 

The Senate amendment reauthorizes ap-
propriations through fiscal year 2017. It also 
amends section 231(b)(6) to authorize priority 
for projects that contribute to increasing op-
portunities for veteran farmers or ranchers. 
(Section 6207) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes a priority to opera-
tors of small and medium sized farms and 
ranches, beginning farmers and ranchers, so-
cially disadvantaged farmers or ranchers and 
veteran farmers or ranchers when awarding 
grants to eligible independent producers. The 
amendment also authorizes a priority to 
projects that create or increase marketing 
opportunities for those same groups when 
awarding grants to eligible agricultural pro-
ducer groups, cooperatives and majority-con-
trolled producer-based ventures. The amend-
ment also authorizes $63,000,000 in manda-
tory funding on the date of enactment of this 
Act and reauthorizes the authorization of ap-
propriations through 2018. (Section 6203) 

The conference substitute includes $63 mil-
lion in mandatory funding for the Value- 
Added Agricultural Product Market Develop-
ment Grant Program. The Managers are 
aware of the increasing interest of local and 
regional supply chains and food hubs in se-
curing assistance through the program. Mid- 
tier value chains that include independent 
producers or farm cooperatives and busi-
nesses controlled by producers as full part-
ners in marketing and pricing strategy deci-
sions already have funds reserved for them 
under the program. The Managers encourage 
the Department to define those eligible for 
the mid-tier value chain reserved fund to in-
clude food distribution networks and centers 
that coordinate agricultural production and 
the aggregation, storage, processing, dis-
tribution, or marketing of locally or region-
ally produced agricultural products, pro-
vided that such entities and networks are 
otherwise eligible. 

The Managers recognize the importance of 
ensuring a diverse portfolio of projects which 
help to build markets for farmers and farmer 
cooperatives. While the conference sub-
stitute maintains set-asides established in 

the 2008 Farm Bill designed to encourage the 
participation of selected groups, the Man-
agers are cognizant of concerns expressed by 
some stakeholders that program funds have 
been too narrowly targeted. The Managers 
urge USDA to ensure the program funds a 
range of projects. In particular, the Man-
agers recognize that farmer cooperatives ef-
ficiently spread the benefits of the VAPG 
among a large number of producers in the 
aggregate. Cooperatives by their nature 
bring many producers together who individ-
ually do not have the size, expertise and re-
sources to take advantage of the value chain 
beyond the farm gate, and they give them 
the opportunity to profit from those down- 
stream activities. Therefore, funds invested 
and the benefits of projects generated by co-
operatives through the VAPG are distributed 
to a wide number of producers. Likewise, by 
investing in initiatives of cooperatives, such 
projects lower the overall costs to the gov-
ernment in program administration per indi-
vidual farmer that benefits. Therefore, the 
Managers encourage USDA to view coopera-
tives as a priority in administering the 
VAPG. 
(84) Agriculture Innovation Center Demonstra-

tion Program 
The House bill allots $1,000,000 authoriza-

tion of appropriations for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. (Section 6203) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 6204) 
(85) Program Metrics 

The House bill requires the Secretary to 
collect data regarding economic activities 
created through grants and loans, including 
any technical assistance provided as a com-
ponent of the grant or loan, and measure the 
short and long term viability of award re-
cipients and any entities to whom those re-
cipients provide assistance using award 
funds under certain covered programs. It 
also requires the Secretary to submit a peri-
odic report to Congress. (Section 6204) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment requires the Secretary to collect 
data regarding economic activities created 
through grants and loans, including tech-
nical assistance, and measure the short and 
long term viability of award recipients and 
any entities to whom those recipients pro-
vide assistance using award funds under cer-
tain covered programs. The amendment re-
quires the Secretary to submit a periodic re-
port to Congress with information including 
the percentage increase of employees and the 
number of business starts and clients served. 
(Section 6209) 

In recognition of GAO recommendations to 
measure the effectiveness of rural develop-
ment programs, the Managers expect the 
Secretary to collect data regarding economic 
activity created through the loans and 
grants provided to rural communities. The 
Managers expect these efforts will create a 
harmonized baseline of information for effec-
tive use by USDA and Congress. It is the in-
tent of the Managers that this collected in-
formation be integrated with program 
changes and rulemaking. Through imple-
mentation of this section, the Managers ex-
pect USDA to create a universal form or ap-
propriate type of notice to ensure applicants 
are aware of the reporting requirements and 
will be prepared to provide the information 
in a timely manner. 
(86) Study of Rural Transportation Issues 

The House bill authorizes an updated 
version of the study described in Section 6206 
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to be reported to Congress. It also amends 
the study to include the sufficiency of infra-
structure along waterways of the U.S. and 
the impact on the movement of agricultural 
goods, as well as the benefits derived 
through upgrades and repairs to locks and 
dams. (Section 6205) 

The Senate amendment reauthorizes the 
study in Section 6206 to be reported to Con-
gress. It also requires a triennial update of 
the study. (Section 6205) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 6206) 

The Managers agree that collecting infor-
mation to determine the status of critical 
river infrastructure is an important compo-
nent of updating the study, but expect USDA 
to seek available information from the Army 
Corps of Engineers, or any other appropriate 
Federal entity, to the greatest extent prac-
ticable in order to expedite the collection of 
data and to minimize the time and cost of 
implementing this section. 
(87) Certain Federal Actions not to be Consid-

ered Major 

The House bill states that an action by the 
Secretary that does not involve the provi-
sion of Federal dollars or a Federal loan 
guarantee shall not be considered a major 
Federal action in the case of a loan, loan 
guarantee, or grant program in the rural de-
velopment mission area of USDA. (Section 
6206) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 

The Managers intend for the Secretary, 
acting through the Rural Utilities Service, 
to act in accordance with 7 C.F.R. 1794.3 as 
finalized in 1998, consistent with applicable 
law. 
(88) Telemedicine and Distance Learning Serv-

ices in Rural Areas 

The House bill amends subsection 2333 (d) 
to authorize a priority based on whether the 
applicant is located in a designated health 
professional shortage area. (Section 6207) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(89) Definition of Rural Area for Purposes of the 

Housing Act of 1949 

The Senate amendment amends section 520 
of the Housing Act of 1949 so that any area 
with a population of less than 35,000 that has 
been deemed to be a ‘‘rural area’’ for pur-
poses of this title any time prior to or after 
October 1, 1990, and any time during the pe-
riod between January 1, 2000, and ending on 
December 31, 2010, shall continue to be so 
deemed until the 2020 Census data is received 
by USDA. (Section 6202) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 6208) 
(90) Funding of Pending Rural Development 

Loan and Grant Applications 

The Senate amendment funds pending 
rural development loan and grant applica-
tions according to the terms and conditions 
in Section 6029 from Commodity Credit Cor-
poration funds in the amount of $150,000,000, 
to remain available until expended. (Section 
6204) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 6210) 

(91) Agriculture Transportation Policy 

The Senate amendment amends Section 203 
of the Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 to 
direct the Secretary to participate in all pro-

ceedings of the Surface Transportation 
Board that may establish freight rail trans-
portation policy affecting agriculture and 
rural America. (Section 6206) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes the Secretary to 
make complaint to or petition the Surface 
Transportation Board. (Section 6202) 

TITLE VII—RESEARCH 
SUBTITLE A—NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL RE-

SEARCH, EXTENSION, AND TEACHING POLICY 
ACT OF 1977 

(1) Option to be included as Non-Land-Grant 
College of Agriculture 

The House bill authorizes a Hispanic-serv-
ing Agricultural College and University and 
any institution eligible to receive funds 
under the McIntire-Stennis Cooperative For-
estry Act of 1962 to opt out of their respec-
tive designation in order to qualify as a Non- 
Land-Grant College of Agriculture. (Section 
7101) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment allows a Hispanic-serving agri-
cultural college and university and any in-
stitution eligible to receive funds under the 
McIntire-Stennis Cooperative Forestry Act 
to opt out of their respective designation in 
order to qualify as a Non-Land-Grant College 
of Agriculture. The amendment also requires 
a NLGCA institution to offer a baccalaureate 
or higher degrees in the study of food and ag-
ricultural sciences and the Secretary to es-
tablish a process for NLGCA designation. 
(Section 7101) 

The Managers do not take a position on 
how an institution should be designated, but 
have provided the Hispanic Serving Agricul-
tural Colleges and Universities, as well as in-
stitutions eligible to receive funding under 
the McIntire-Stennis Cooperative Forestry 
Research Program, with the option to choose 
whether to be designated as such or to opt 
out of their designation for purposes of ac-
cess to program funding eligibility. The 
Managers believe institutions with degree 
programs in the agricultural sciences that 
may automatically qualify as a Hispanic 
Serving Institution or as a McIntire-Stennis 
Cooperative Forestry Research institution 
should not be precluded from being able to 
opt out of those programs in favor of quali-
fying as a Non-Land-Grant College of Agri-
culture. 
(2) Specialty Crop Committee 

The House bill authorizes the current an-
nual report to include recommendations re-
garding the improvement of quality and 
taste of processed specialty crops and pro-
grams that would improve remote sensing. 
(Section 7103) 

The Senate amendment authorizes the cur-
rent annual report to include an analysis of 
alignment of Specialty Crop Committee rec-
ommendations with specialty crop research 
initiative grants, requires membership on 
the Specialty Crop Committee to reflect di-
versity in the specialty crops represented 
and that the Specialty Crop Committee to 
consult on an ongoing basis with diverse sec-
tors of the specialty crop industry. (Section 
7102) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision, including Section 12212, with 
an amendment. The amendment requires 
that the Specialty Crop Committee member-
ship reflect diversity in the specialty crops 
represented, that the annual report include 
recommendations regarding the improve-
ment of quality and taste of processed spe-

cialty crops, programs that would improve 
remote sensing, and an analysis of alignment 
of committee recommendations with spe-
cialty crop research grants and that the spe-
cialty crops committee to consult with di-
verse sectors of the specialty crop industry. 
The amendment also establishes a Citrus 
Disease Subcommittee and its duties. (Sec-
tion 7103) 

The Managers intend the NAREEEAB and 
Specialty Crop Committee to consult with 
industry groups on agricultural research, ex-
tension, education, and economics, and to 
make recommendations to the Secretary and 
Congress based on that consultation. 

In creating the NAREEEAB and Specialty 
Crop Committee, Congress intended for these 
entities to recommend policies, to identify 
short and long-term national priorities for 
REE programs, and to evaluate program re-
sults and effectiveness among other assigned 
duties. Congress has since added multiple du-
ties and consultative functions to the 
Board’s mandate. In doing so, the Managers 
are aware that the work load and learning 
curve of the volunteer members is high. It 
has become apparent to the Managers that it 
can take several years for new board mem-
bers to become comfortable not only with 
the diverse subject matter under review, but 
likewise the law and administrative func-
tions they are required to evaluate. While 
the statute defines the length of a board 
member’s individual term, Congress has 
never intended for board members to be sub-
ject to a limit on the number of terms they 
can serve. Unfortunately, the Managers have 
become aware that USDA has instituted an 
arbitrary term limit policy on advisory 
board members that inhibits the individual 
members and the advisory board’s effective-
ness. The Managers strongly encourage the 
Secretary to reverse this policy. 

The Managers recognize the interest in 
growing agricultural commodities in less 
traditional production areas. As such, the 
Managers encourage the Secretary in con-
sultation with the NAREEEAB, in both the 
intramural research carried out by the Agri-
cultural Research Service and in the com-
petitive grants programs carried out through 
AFRI and other authorities, to carry out and 
fund research into the unique situations fac-
ing producers in urban areas. These unique 
situations may include reclaiming land pre-
viously used for industrial purposes or ne-
glected residential areas, and addressing 
needs such as the remediation of soils to 
make them capable of producing agricultural 
commodities for human consumption. 
(3) Veterinary Services Grant program 

The House authorizes a Veterinary Serv-
ices Grant program to award competitive 
grants to develop, implement and sustain 
veterinary services. (Section 7104) 

The Senate amendment authorizes a Vet-
erinary Service Grant program to award 
competitive grants to develop, implement 
and sustain veterinary services. The amend-
ment authorizes the Secretary to develop ad-
ditional grant preferences and requires a 25 
percent match requirement unless waived by 
the Secretary. (Section 7103) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7104) 

Our veterinary workforce is responsible for 
ensuring that the food we eat is safe, but the 
nation faces a critical shortage in the public, 
private, industrial and academic sectors. Our 
nation’s large-animal veterinarians are truly 
on the front lines of food safety, public 
health, animal health and national security. 
The demand for large-animal veterinarians 
is increasing, and the lack of these special-
ists in many areas of the country will con-
tinue to put our agricultural economy and 
the safety of our food supply at risk. 
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Since the fall of 2000, the House and Senate 

Agriculture Committees have worked on 
ways of resolving the serious veterinary 
shortage problem confronting many rural 
communities. With the passage of the Na-
tional Veterinary Medical Service Act in De-
cember of 2003, a program was authorized to 
incentivize large animal veterinarians to 
practice in communities that USDA des-
ignated as veterinarian shortage areas. With 
this program in place, large animal veteri-
narians are able to apply on a competitive 
basis for educational loan repayment assist-
ance in exchange for their commitment to 
practice in shortage areas. 

To the extent that the loan program is suc-
cessful, it is important to consider that this 
was just the first step. While this assistance 
will be very helpful in attracting veterinar-
ians to these communities, gaps remain in 
veterinarian recruitment, attracting and 
training technical support staff, and simply 
meeting the long-term costs of operating 
veterinarian practices in these communities. 

The Veterinarian Services Investment Act 
is meant to address these secondary needs 
and is designed to complement the loan re-
payment program to help large animal vet-
erinarians become established in these rural 
communities. 

The Conference substitute recognizes and 
addresses a real problem in rural America by 
authorizing grants to address workforce 
shortages based on the needs of underserved 
areas. For example, grants could be used to 
recruit veterinarians and veterinary techni-
cians in shortage areas and communities, ex-
panding and establishing practices in high- 
need areas. The program could also establish 
mobile portable clinics and televet services 
and establish education programs, including 
continuing education, distance education, 
and increase recruitment in veterinary 
science. 
(4) Policy Research Centers 

The House bill requires the Secretary, act-
ing through the Office of the Chief Econo-
mist, to make competitive grants to or enter 
into cooperative agreements with eligible re-
cipients that possess a history of providing 
unbiased, nonpartisan economic analysis to 
Congress. The provision authorizes other 
public research institutions and organiza-
tions as eligible recipients. The Secretary is 
directed to give a preference to policy re-
search centers that have extensive data-
bases, models and demonstrated experience 
in providing Congress with agricultural mar-
ket projections, rural development and agri-
cultural policy analysis and baseline projec-
tions at the farm, multiregional, national, 
and international levels. The bill also au-
thorizes appropriations of $5,000,000 for each 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. (Section 7106) 

The Senate amendment requires the Sec-
retary, acting through the Office of the Chief 
Economist, to enter into agreements with el-
igible recipients that possess a history of 
providing unbiased, nonpartisan economic 
analysis to Congress. The amendment au-
thorizes other public research institutions 
and organizations as eligible recipients. The 
Secretary is directed to give a preference to 
policy research centers that have extensive 
databases, models and demonstrated experi-
ence in providing Congress with agricultural 
market projections, rural development and 
agricultural policy analysis and baseline 
projections at the farm, multiregional, na-
tional, and international levels, including in-
formation, analysis and research relating to 
drought mitigation. The amendment also au-
thorizes appropriations of $10,000,000 for fis-
cal year 2013 and each fiscal year thereafter 
and authorizes funding for activities includ-
ing developing theoretical applied and re-
search methods. (Section 7015) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment requires the Secretary, acting 
through the Office of the Chief Economist, to 
make competitive grants or cooperative 
agreements with eligible recipients and to 
award a preference to policy research centers 
with extensive databases, models and dem-
onstrated experience in providing Congress 
with various types of information or drought 
mitigation information, analysis and re-
search. The amendment also authorizes fund-
ing for applied research methods and author-
izes appropriations of $10,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. (Section 7106) 

The Managers recognize the invaluable 
role that the Drought Monitor, produced at 
the National Drought Mitigation Center, in 
coordination with USDA and the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
plays on several fronts. The conference sub-
stitute includes the provision of information, 
analysis and research relating to drought 
mitigation as one of the preferences for fund-
ing under this section. The Managers expect 
that the Drought Monitor will continue to be 
available for use in determining eligibility 
for Federal disaster response programs, as 
well as providing invaluable information for 
other segments of government, agricultural 
producers and the sectors that support agri-
cultural production. 
(5) Human Nutrition Intervention and Health 

Promotion Research program 
The House bill repeals section 1424. (Sec-

tion 7107) 
The Senate amendment contains no com-

parable provision. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. (Section 7108) 
The Conference substitute builds upon the 

efforts from 2008, either repealing or allow-
ing unfunded and unused program authori-
ties to expire with fiscal year 2013, and com-
bining, consolidating and streamlining au-
thorities to make a more concentrated and 
effective use of limited funding. The remain-
ing authorities are extended through fiscal 
year 2018 with few changes. 
(6) Pilot research program to combine medical 

and agricultural research 
The House bill repeals section 1424A. (Sec-

tion 7108) 
The Senate amendment contains no com-

parable provision. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. (Section 7109) 
(7) Continuing animal health and disease re-

search programs 
The House bill authorizes appropriations of 

$15,000,000 for each fiscal year 2014 through 
2018. (Section 7110) 

The Senate amendment reauthorizes ap-
propriations through fiscal year 2018. (Sec-
tion 7108) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment reauthorizes and allocates the 
authorization of appropriations through 2018 
between the capacity program in current law 
and the newly authorized competitive grant 
program. (Section 7111) 

The Managers have heard concerns from 
stakeholders that there has been a lack of 
emphasis on animal science by USDA. Addi-
tional focus needs to be placed on critical 
issues facing animal agriculture. Advance-
ments in animal science will play an impor-
tant role in meeting a growing global de-
mand for food while making efficient use of 
natural resources, strengthening the com-
petitiveness of American agriculture and ad-
dressing critical animal health issues. The 
expansion of Section 1433 includes a competi-
tive mechanism that will enable the Depart-
ment to better focus resources on key ani-
mal science priorities. 

The Managers appreciate the efforts 
brought forward by the Farm Animal Inte-
grated Research 2012 (FAIR 2012) priority 
setting process which identified food secu-
rity, one health and stewardship as key focal 
areas for future investments in animal 
science. The Managers encourage the Depart-
ment to use these focal areas and the under-
lying priorities identified in FAIR 2012 as a 
starting point and to regularly consult with 
industry when developing requests for pro-
posal under the new competitive component 
of Section 1433. 
(8) Research on national or regional programs 

The House bill repeals section 1434. (Sec-
tion 7111) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 

The Conference substitute reauthorizes 
many critical agricultural research pro-
grams. In so doing, the Managers recognize 
the need to streamline the authorities in 
this title and permitted some authorities 
that had not received funding in recent years 
to expire. 
(9) Grants to upgrade agriculture and food 

science facilities and equipment at insular 
area land-grant institutions 

The House bill authorizes grants to sup-
port tropical and subtropical agricultural re-
search, including pest and disease research 
and reauthorizes appropriations through fis-
cal year 2018. (Section 7113) 

The Senate amendment reauthorizes ap-
propriations through fiscal year 2018. (Sec-
tion 7110) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7113) 
(10) National research and training virtual cen-

ters 
The House bill repeals section 1448. (Sec-

tion 7114) 
The Senate amendment contains no com-

parable provision. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. (Section 7114) 
(11) Competitive grants program for Hispanic 

agricultural workers and youth 
The House bill authorizes the award of 

competitive grants to provide for training in 
the food and agricultural sciences of His-
panic agricultural workers and Hispanic 
youth working in the food and agricultural 
sciences. (Section 7116) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7116) 
(12) Research equipment grants 

The House bill declares repeals section 
1462A. (Section 7118) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7118) 
(13) Auditing, reporting, bookkeeping, and ad-

ministrative requirements 
The House bill states that notwithstanding 

any other provision of law, the Secretary 
may retain not more than 4 percent of 
amounts made available for agricultural re-
search, extension, and teaching assistance 
programs for the administration of those 
programs authorized under this Act or any 
other Act, except for peer panel expenses or 
any other provision that contains a limita-
tion of less than 4 percent. The Secretary is 
authorized, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable and for the purposes of supporting 
ongoing research and information dissemina-
tion activities, to enter into grants, con-
tracts, cooperative agreements, or other 
legal instruments with former Department 
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of Agriculture agricultural research facili-
ties. The Secretary is also authorized, for 
the purposes of receiving support for agricul-
tural research, to enter into grants, con-
tracts, cooperative agreements or other legal 
instruments with agricultural research orga-
nizations. (Section 7121) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes the Secretary to 
enter into agreements with former USDA ag-
ricultural research facilities. (Section 7121) 

Agricultural research, extension, and edu-
cation programs serve the food and agri-
culture sector, consumers of American agri-
cultural products, and rural communities 
throughout the United States. Research pro-
grams and funding are primarily delivered 
by two agencies at USDA: the Agriculture 
Research Service (ARS), which focuses on 
‘intramural’ research and basic research; and 
the National Institute of Food and Agri-
culture (NIFA) which was created by the 2008 
Farm Bill to restructure, combine and im-
prove ‘extramural’ research functions at 
USDA to make better use of limited funds. 

The Managers are concerned about the in-
creasing use of assessments, fees, and higher 
indirect costs rates imposed on its university 
partners by ARS. These university partners 
play a major role in achieving ARS research 
priorities and objectives. In a time of scarce 
budgetary resources, ARS must ensure lim-
ited research dollars are maximized and ad-
ministrative costs are reduced to the fullest 
extent possible. In recent years, ARS has im-
posed a variety of administrative assess-
ments on its university partners, effectively 
reducing funds intended for important re-
search projects. The Managers expect ARS to 
operate within historical administrative cost 
parameters, namely by imposing a total indi-
rect cost rate not exceeding four percent. All 
administrative assessments, fees, dues, or 
charges, of any type, must be included with-
in this overall administrative cost cap. ARS 
must administer its programs more effi-
ciently to ensure valuable research funds are 
maximized so it may continue to maintain a 
robust agricultural research enterprise. The 
Managers encourage ARS to continue uni-
versity research partnerships to ensure our 
nation’s premier educational and clinical in-
stitutions play a major role in achieving 
ARS and congressional research objectives. 

The Managers encourage the Secretary, 
acting through ARS, to continue and expand 
the Agricultural Technology Innovation 
Partnership (ATIP). The Managers recognize 
the success of the ATIP initiative in facili-
tating technology transfer from USDA to the 
private sector, and particularly encourage 
the Secretary to support the further develop-
ment of public-private partnerships to pro-
vide venture development training, promote 
the sustainability of soil health for multiple 
agricultural uses, and expand the National 
Nutrient Database to facilitate a healthier 
food supply. 

The Managers encourage the Secretary to 
review and assess technological solutions for 
the disposal of acid whey associated with the 
production of certain dairy products. The 
Managers recognize that USDA and the ARS 
can maximize resources through public-pri-
vate partnerships to develop technologies to 
effectively process acid whey in an effort to 
address concerns of the dairy and food indus-
tries. 
(14) Special authorization for biosecurity plan-

ning and response 
The House bill authorizes authorization of 

appropriations of such sums as necessary 
through fiscal year 2013 and $10,000,000 for fis-
cal years 2014 through 2018. (Section 7126) 

The Senate amendment amends the au-
thorization of appropriations of such sums as 
necessary through fiscal year 2013 and 
$20,000,000 for each fiscal year 2014 through 
2018. (Section 7119) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 7126) 
(15) Matching funds requirement 

The House bill authorizes the requirement 
of matching funds from the recipient of com-
petitive grants under certain covered laws. 
The recipient shall provide, from sources 
other than funds provided through the grant, 
funds or in-kind contributions or a combina-
tion of both to match at least 100 percent of 
the amount of the grant. The match require-
ment shall not apply to grants awarded to a 
research agency of the USDA, an entity eli-
gible to receive funds under a capacity and 
infrastructure program as defined in the De-
partment of Agriculture Reorganization Act 
of 1994 or to the partner of such eligible enti-
ty. (Section 7128) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment requires at least a 100 percent 
match from the recipient of competitive 
grants under certain covered laws but ex-
empts grants awarded to a research agency 
of the USDA and entities, including their 
partners, that are eligible to receive capac-
ity funds. The amendment authorizes the 
Secretary to waive the match requirement if 
the grant involves research or extension ac-
tivities that the NAREEE Advisory Board 
has determined is a national priority specific 
to a statutory purpose of the program under 
which the grant is awarded. The match pol-
icy will apply to new grants awarded after 
October 1, 2014. (Section 7128) 

The use of matching funds has proven to be 
an effective tool in leveraging limited Fed-
eral resources with commitments from those 
benefitting from agricultural research and 
extension. Unfortunately, concerns about 
the consistency of USDA’s application of 
these policies have been brought to the at-
tention of the Managers. 

Efforts by the Congress to develop a com-
prehensive policy on research and extension 
matching funds originated during the devel-
opment of the 2008 farm bill. At the time, it 
was noted that as research programs have 
been authorized or modified, the incorpora-
tion of matching requirements was done in a 
subjective manner. An effort was initiated 
during the 2008 farm bill conference to har-
monize the matching requirements, but due 
to the complexity of the task and time con-
straints, the effort was dropped with the un-
derstanding that the Congress and USDA 
would undertake a stakeholder process de-
signed to provide recommendations in ad-
vance of the 2012 farm bill. Unfortunately 
that process never materialized after passage 
of the 2008 bill. 

The House Agriculture Committee main-
tained an interest in engaging stakeholders 
in a discussion about how to harmonize these 
policies to improve consistency and trans-
parency in their application. Several re-
quests were made for suggestions on how 
best to approach this issue and the consensus 
seemed to be that the Committee should pro-
pose a discussion draft. The language in-
cluded in the 2012 House Committee legisla-
tion was the result of technical assistance 
received by the USDA and was meant to 
begin this discussion. 

As part of the discussion that commenced 
following release of the 2012 House Agri-
culture Committee farm bill draft, several 
comments were received and a consensus was 
formed regarding an effort to utilize match-
ing fund policies to leverage Federal invest-

ment, while at the same time reducing the 
administrative and accounting burden on 
USDA and grant recipients. 

The Conference substitute recognizes the 
value of matching funds, but likewise takes 
into account the long-standing Federal in-
vestment in research, extension and teaching 
capacity and infrastructure programs (as de-
fined in Sec. 251(f)(1)(C) of the Department of 
Agriculture Reorganization Act of 1994). 
Whereas the 2012 House draft bill allowed for 
capacity and infrastructure program funds 
to be utilized in meeting the matching re-
quirement for competitive research and ex-
tension grants, the resulting accounting bur-
den was deemed to be counterproductive. In 
the conference substitute, eligibility to re-
ceive capacity and infrastructure program 
funds is deemed to be sufficient to authorize 
a blanket exemption from competitive grant 
matching requirements. Likewise, any indi-
vidual grant awarded to multiple recipients 
would be exempt from matching require-
ments if at least one of the recipients is eli-
gible to receive capacity and infrastructure 
program funds from USDA. 

The Conference substitute includes a provi-
sion requiring the Secretary to establish an 
ongoing process through which institutions 
may apply for designation as a Non-Land 
Grant College of Agriculture. The Managers 
expect the Secretary to take all reasonable 
steps for the purposes of ensuring additional 
institutions that meet the criteria can be 
designated as a Non-Land Grant College of 
Agriculture. 

Additionally, the conference substitute 
provides the Secretary the authority to issue 
a waiver of the matching funds requirement 
for competitively awarded grants that sup-
port research or extension activities that the 
National Agricultural Research, Extension, 
Education, and Economics Advisory Board 
has deemed to be a national priority. The 
Managers expect the national priorities iden-
tified by the Board to be consistent with the 
priorities established in the authorizing stat-
ute for the various agricultural research, 
education and extension programs. 
(16) Sense of Congress regarding expansion of 

the Land Grant program 
The House bill provides a Sense of Con-

gress that land-grant programs should be ex-
panded to include enhanced funding and ad-
ditional institutions should be considered. 
(Section 7129) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment designates Central State Univer-
sity as a land grant institution, but prohibits 
the University from receiving formula funds 
for two years. (Section 7129) 
(17) Education grants program for Alaska and 

Hawaiian Native serving institutions 
The Senate amendment eliminates grants 

without regard to any requirement for com-
petition and reauthorizes appropriations 
through 2018. (Section 7106) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 7107) 

SUBTITLE—FOOD, AGRICULTURE, 
CONSERVATION, AND TRADE ACT OF 1990 

(18) Sustainable agriculture technology develop-
ment and transfer 

The House bill authorizes authorization of 
appropriations of $5,000,000 for fiscal years 
2014 through 2018. (Section 7203) 

The Senate amendment amends authoriza-
tion of appropriations of such sums as nec-
essary for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
(Section 7203) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7203) 
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(19) National Agricultural Weather Information 

System 
The House bill repeals Title XVI. (Section 

7206) 
The Senate amendment authorizes appro-

priations of $1,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. (Section 7206) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 7206) 

The Managers are aware that advanced 
weather forecasts, using systems such as 
Tropospheric Airborne Meteorological Data 
Reporting, have been utilized by various 
Federal agencies for nearly a decade. The 
Managers support advanced forecasting in 
that it enhances U.S. meteorological fore-
casting systems, which are particularly use-
ful in agricultural weather forecasts. The 
Managers therefore encourage continued use 
of these systems. 
(20) Rural Electronic Commerce Extension Pro-

gram 
The House bill repeals section 1670. (Sec-

tion 7207) 
The Senate amendment contains no com-

parable provision. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. (Section 7207) 
(21) Agricultural Genome Initiative 

The House bill repeals Section 1671. (Sec-
tion 7208) 

The Senate amendment authorizes the Sec-
retary to encourage awards to consortia of 
eligible entities. (Section 7207) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 7208) 
(22) High-priority research and extension initia-

tives 
The House bill repeals high-priority re-

search and extension areas in subsections (e), 
(f) and (i). Pollinator protection is reauthor-
ized through fiscal year 2018 and an annual 
report is amended to address honey bee 
health disorders and best management prac-
tices. A coffee plant health initiative is au-
thorized as well as the authorization of ap-
propriations through 2018. Section 
7405(b)(2)(C) addresses research needs regard-
ing cervidae and Section 6405 authorizes a 
Pulse Health Initiative. (Section 7209) 

The Senate amendment repeals certain 
high-priority research and extension areas. 
Pollinator protection is reauthorized 
through fiscal year 2018. A cervidae initia-
tive, a Corn, Soybean Meal, Cereal Grains, 
and Grain Byproducts Research and Exten-
sion priority, Forestry Products Advanced 
Utilization Research, Training Coordination 
for Food and Agriculture Protection, and 
Farm Animal Agriculture Integrated Re-
search are authorized as well as the author-
ization of appropriations through 2018. (Sec-
tion 7208) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment reauthorizes the authorization 
of appropriations through 2018, strikes cer-
tain high-priority research and extension 
areas, authorizes a coffee plant health initia-
tive, a corn and soy meal high-priority re-
search and extension area, a pulse crop 
health initiative, and training coordination 
for food and agriculture protection. Polli-
nator protection is reauthorized and amend-
ed to include health and population status 
surveillance. The amendment also authorizes 
Forestry products advanced utilization re-
search in Section 7310. (Section 7209 and 7310) 

The Managers recognize that it is in the 
economic interest of agricultural producers 
and American consumers to ensure a 
healthy, sustainable population of native 
and managed pollinators, including managed 
honey bees. Pollinators are essential to the 
production of an estimated one-third of the 
human diet and to the reproduction of at 

least 80 percent of flowering plants. Insect- 
pollinated agricultural commodities result 
in significant income for agricultural pro-
ducers and account for about $20 billion in 
U.S. agricultural output yearly. 

The Managers remain concerned about the 
decline in the health and viability of man-
aged honey bees due in part to a loss of ap-
propriate habitat. As a result, the conference 
substitute continues to include a priority for 
creating pollinator habitat utilizing the 
Title II conservation programs. The Man-
agers remain committed to pollinator pro-
tection activities, including the granting of 
priority treatment to conservation program 
applicants who commit to providing polli-
nator habitat. The Managers expect the Sec-
retary to continue to utilize conservation 
programs to create, restore and enhance na-
tive and managed pollinator habitat quan-
tity and quality, and specifically encourage 
the Secretary to ensure that conservation 
programs are resulting in sufficient high- 
quality pollinator habitat for managed 
honey bees—habitat that includes common 
alfalfa and sweet clover varieties utilized ef-
fectively in farm bill conservation programs. 

The Conference substitute also continues 
the authorization for research on pollinator 
protection, and adds a consideration for 
honey bee health disorders and best manage-
ment practices related to colony collapse 
disorder to the annual report that the Sec-
retary is required to submit to Congress. The 
Managers also recognize the need to assist 
honey bee producers who suffer from disas-
ters in the commodity title with the funding 
provided for the emergency assistance pro-
gram that includes honey bees. Additionally, 
the Managers are aware that specialty crop 
producers groups are working collabo-
ratively with institutions of higher learning 
on research and education activities. The 
Managers applaud these actions and encour-
age the Secretary to support their efforts. 

The Cooperative Extension system is a na-
tionwide, non-formal educational network. 
Each state, territory, and the District of Co-
lumbia has an office at its land-grant univer-
sities and a network of local or regional of-
fices which are staffed by experts who pro-
vide practical, research-based education to 
agricultural producers, small business own-
ers, youth, consumers, and others in rural 
and urban communities. The Managers en-
courage the Secretary to ensure that Cooper-
ative Extension is effectively utilized to de-
liver the educational component of USDA 
programs. The Secretary is also encouraged 
to engage in discussions with other federal 
departments and agencies to consider ways 
to use the Cooperative Extension to deliver 
education for other federal programs as prac-
ticable. 

In addition, the Managers recognize the 
unique knowledge and information that the 
Cooperative Extension system experts pro-
vide to various groups regarding farm and 
food systems. As mentioned, this education 
and information is disseminated through a 
network of local or regional offices, and 
when the Secretary utilizes the Cooperative 
Extension to deliver the educational compo-
nent of the various programs at the Depart-
ment, to the extent practicable, the Rural 
Development mission area programs should 
be included. 

During the creation of the Reservation Ex-
tension Agent Program, the Congress re-
quired the Secretary to consult with Native 
American farmers and ranchers in estab-
lishing Extension programs on Indian res-
ervations and tribal jurisdictions. The Man-
agers understand that changes in the oper-
ation of grant programs have impacted this 
consultation, and expect that the Secretary 
would find ways to continue the dialogue on 
the operation of these Extension programs 
with the populations that they are serving. 

The Conference substitute moves the For-
estry Products Advanced Utilization Re-
search Initiative provision from High Pri-
ority Research and includes it as a separate 
provision in the Agricultural Research, Ex-
tension, and Education Reform Act of 1998. 
The Managers intend for this provision to 
address research needs of the forestry sector 
and their respective regions. The Conference 
substitute directs the Secretary to ensure 
that this program is administered in coordi-
nation with the U.S. Forest Service Research 
and Development Program and the Forest 
Products Laboratory. The Managers encour-
age the U.S. Forest Service Research and De-
velopment Program to contribute funding to 
carry out this initiative. The Managers also 
recognize the benefits the Land Grant Sys-
tem can offer this initiative in terms of de-
veloping and disseminating science-based 
tools through research and extension activi-
ties. 
(23) Nutrient management research and exten-

sion initiative 
The House bill repeals section 1672A. (Sec-

tion 7210) 
The Senate amendment contains no com-

parable provision. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. (Section 7210) 
(24) Organic agriculture research and extension 

initiative 
The House bill eliminates the funds trans-

fer, encourages farm business management, 
authorizes $20,000,000 in mandatory funding 
for each fiscal year 2014 through 2018 and re-
authorizes appropriations for 2014 through 
2018. (Section 7211) 

The Senate amendment eliminates the 
funds transfer and authorizes $16,000,000 in 
mandatory funding for each fiscal year 2014 
through 2018. (Section 7209) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes competitive grant 
purposes, including farm business manage-
ment, reauthorizes the authorization of ap-
propriations and authorizes $20,000,000 of 
Commodity Credit Corporation funds for 
each fiscal year 2014 through 2018. (Section 
7211) 

The Conference substitute provides addi-
tional funding for the Organic Research and 
Education Initiative. One of the primary ac-
tivities necessary to encourage continued 
market growth, improved food safety and 
risk management for both of these industries 
is adequate dedicated research support. The 
Managers recognize that research is one of 
the primary means by which the Farm Bill 
provides assistance to organic farmers, so 
conference substitute increases funding be-
yond the levels in the 2008 Farm Bill, con-
sistent with increased market needs. 

The Managers encourage the USDA to ex-
plore technology that meets the require-
ments of the National Organic Program and 
that can control weeds and pests while main-
taining healthy water resources. 
(25) Agricultural bioenergy feedstock and energy 

efficiency research and extension initiative 
The House bill repeals section 1672C. (Sec-

tion 7212) 
The Senate amendment contains no com-

parable provision. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. (Section 7212) 
(26) Centers of excellence 

The House bill moves the authority in sub-
section 1672(i) requiring the Secretary to 
prioritize any center of excellence estab-
lished for specific agricultural commodities 
for the receipt of funding for any competi-
tive research or extension program adminis-
tered by the Secretary. A center of excel-
lence is composed of 1 or more eligible enti-
ties specified in subsection (b)(7) of the Com-
petitive, Special, and Facilities Research 
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Grant Act that provide financial or in-kind 
support to the center. Certain criteria will 
be considered for recognition as a center of 
excellence and where practicable, the cri-
teria for consideration shall include efforts 
to improve teaching capacity and infrastruc-
ture at colleges and universities. (Section 
7214) 

The Senate amendment moves the author-
ity in subsection 1672(i) providing that the 
Secretary may prioritize regional centers of 
excellence established for specific agricul-
tural commodities for the receipt of funding 
and authorizes appropriations of $10,000,000 
for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. (Section 
7211) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes the Secretary to 
prioritize centers of excellence established 
for the purposes of carrying out research, ex-
tension, and education activities relating to 
the food and agricultural sciences for the re-
ceipt of funding for any competitive research 
or extension program. (Section 7214) 

With limited resources to invest in critical 
programs, the Managers considered multiple 
options by which Federal funds can be lever-
aged to improve overall program effective-
ness. With the recognition that multiple in-
stitutions and organizations participate in 
projects of similar interest, the Managers 
have sought to incentivize the formation of 
formal partnerships and other organizational 
structures as Centers of Excellence. The con-
ference substitute directs that such centers 
that meet established criteria be granted 
priority in receipt of competitive research 
and extension grants. 

The Managers would recommend that 
USDA establish procedures to implement 
this provision in accordance with appro-
priate regulatory procedures in order to 
allow interested stakeholders to gain a firm 
understanding of USDA’s implementation of 
the provision. 

(27) Red Meat Safety Research Center 

The House bill repeals section 1676. (Sec-
tion 7215) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7215) 

(28) Assistive Technology Program for Farmers 
with Disabilities 

The House bill authorizes appropriations of 
$6,000,000 for fiscal year 2013 and $3,000,000 for 
each fiscal year 2014 through 2018. (Section 
7216) 

The Senate amendment authorizes appro-
priations of $6,000,000 for fiscal year 2013 and 
$5,000,000 for each fiscal year 2014 through 
2018. (Section 7212) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 7216) 

SUBTITLE C—AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH, EX-
TENSION, AND EDUCATION REFORM ACT OF 
1998 

(29) Coordinated program to improve visibility of 
small and medium size dairy, livestock and 
poultry operations 

The House bill repeals section 407. (Section 
7303) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 

(30) Fusarium Graminearum 

The House bill authorizes appropriations of 
such sums as necessary through fiscal year 
2013 and $7,500,000 for each fiscal year 2014 
through 2018. (Section 7304) 

The Senate amendment authorizes appro-
priations of $10,000,000 for each fiscal year 
2014 through 2018. (Section 7303) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 7303) 
(31) Bovine Johne’s Disease Control Program 

The House bill repeals section 409. (Section 
7305) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7304) 
(32) Specialty Crop Research Initiative 

The House bill authorizes research in plant 
breeding, genetics and genomics to include 
other methods and also authorizes handling 
and processing. It authorizes the Secretary 
to award competitive grants on the basis of 
an initial scientific peer review and a final 
funding determination made by the Sec-
retary based on a review and ranking for 
merit, relevance and impact conducted by a 
panel of specialty crop industry representa-
tives for the specific crop. $50,000,000 of man-
datory monies is authorized for fiscal years 
2014 and 2015, $55,000,000 for fiscal years 2016 
and 2017, and $65,000,000 for fiscal year 2018 
and each fiscal year thereafter and the au-
thorization of appropriations is reauthorized 
for 2014 through 2018. Section 6128 provides a 
universal match policy that applies to this 
provision. (Section 7307) 

The Senate amendment authorizes the Sec-
retary to consult with the Specialty Crops 
Committee during the peer and merit review 
process. $25,000,000 of mandatory monies is 
authorized for fiscal year 2014, $30,000,000 for 
fiscal years 2015 and 2016, $65,000,000 for fiscal 
year 2017 and $50,000,000 fiscal year 2018 and 
each fiscal year thereafter. The amendment 
also eliminates the non-federal funds limita-
tion on the match requirement. (Section 
7305) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes the initiative to ad-
dress research in genomics and other meth-
ods as well as efforts to improve handling 
and processing. The Secretary is directed to 
award competitive grants on the basis of a 
scientific peer review and a review and rank-
ing for merit, relevance and impact and to 
consult each fiscal year with the Specialty 
Crops Committee and report to Congress the 
results of the consultation and the commit-
tee’s review of the grants awarded in the pre-
vious year, including the Citrus Disease sub-
committee’s consultation and grant review 
in Section 1408(g) of the National Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching 
Policy Act of 1977. The amendment also au-
thorizes $80,000,000 of Commodity Credit Cor-
poration funds for discal year 2014 and each 
fiscal year thereafter and reauthorizes the 
authorization of appropriations for each year 
2014 through 2018. 

The amendment also adopts the Senate 
amendment, Section 12212, with an amend-
ment, authorizing an Emergency Citrus Dis-
ease Research and Extension Program with a 
reservation of Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion funds authorized for SCRI of $25,000,000 
for fiscal year 2014 through 2018, available 
and reserved until expended, and an author-
ization of appropriations of $25,000,000 for 
each fiscal year 2014 through 2018. (Section 
7306) 

The Managers are aware of concerns that 
the current merit review process for com-
petitive research grants generally and the 
Specialty Crops Research Initiative can pro-
vide a significantly better approach to evalu-
ating the relevancy of the proposed research 
projects through industry participation. The 
conference substitute incorporates amend-
ments to strengthen the merit review proc-
ess to address these shortcomings. 

As the Secretary implements the amend-
ments to sections 103 and 412 of the Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Education 

Reform Act of 1998; and section 1408A of the 
National Agricultural Research, Extension, 
and Teaching Policy Act of 1977, the Man-
agers intend the Secretary to institute a 
grant review process that will consist of a 
scientific peer review and a merit/relevance 
review of proposals to be conducted by pan-
els of industry representatives for the spe-
cific crop or livestock species being evalu-
ated to assess industry relevance. 

While the Managers do not specify the 
order of review between scientific peer re-
view and merit/relevance review, it is under-
stood that there exists an initial preference 
among industry, academia and the Depart-
ment that merit/relevance review should be 
sequenced first. If the Secretary chooses to 
sequence merit/relevance review prior to sci-
entific peer review, the Managers expect fu-
ture modifications to the overall process to 
be guided by an ongoing evaluation to be 
conducted by the National Agricultural Re-
search, Extension, Education, and Econom-
ics Advisory Board, and the Specialty Crop 
Committee (for merit/relevance review re-
lated to the Specialty Crop Research Initia-
tive). The advisory committee review of this 
process should occur before and after each 
annual funding cycle. The results of these re-
views should be made publicly available and 
forwarded to the House Committee on Agri-
culture, the Senate Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition and Forestry, and the Ap-
propriations Subcommittees on Agriculture, 
Rural Development, Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, and Related Agencies in the House 
and Senate. 

The Managers further understand that the 
Department is considering a pre-proposal 
process to conduct an enhanced merit/rel-
evance review. While a pre-proposal process 
is neither authorized nor prohibited, the 
Managers expect that if the Secretary uses 
his discretion to pursue this process, this too 
would be evaluated as part of the ongoing re-
view of program effectiveness. 

In order to sufficiently evaluate the pre- 
proposals for merit/relevance, the Managers 
expect the submission must include: the 
process used to obtain stakeholder input to 
identify the industry need and proposed 
project objectives; the problem, rationale, 
significance, and hypotheses; how the pro-
posed research approach will address each 
objective; the process to be used for contin-
ued stakeholder engagement to achieve 
project objectives; how the project will 
translate results into delivery of usable in-
formation to the entire stakeholder commu-
nity in a timely fashion; and documentation 
of the relevance of the Principal Investi-
gator(s) scientific background to project ob-
jectives. 

Applicants submitting project pre-pro-
posals that are found to rank high on merit/ 
relevance review would then be invited to 
submit full proposals for scientific peer re-
view conducted by a panel of subject matter 
experts from Federal agencies, non-Federal 
entities, and the industry. Among those 
project proposals that pass scientific peer re-
view, final awards determinations should, to 
the maximum extent practicable, emphasize 
the results of the merit/relevance review 
process. 

The Managers encourage the Secretary to 
prioritize competitive grants to address im-
minent threats which may impact the future 
of specialty crop production in this country. 

The Conference substitute provides addi-
tional funding for the Initiative. One of the 
primary activities necessary to encourage 
continued market growth, improved food 
safety, and risk management is adequate 
dedicated research support. The Managers 
recognize that research is one of the primary 
means by which the Farm Bill provides as-
sistance to specialty crop producers, so the 
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reported bill significantly increases funding 
beyond the levels in the 2008 Farm Bill, con-
sistent with increased market needs. 

The U.S. citrus industry has been dev-
astated by huanglongbing, an invasive dis-
ease also known as citrus greening disease, 
which has been spread by a foreign pest 
known as the Asian Citrus Psyllid. Citrus 
greening poses an imminent threat to the vi-
ability of this multibillion dollar industry in 
several states and promises to ravage the 
rest of the U.S. citrus producing sector if a 
cure or effective treatment is not found ex-
peditiously. USDA has already affirmed this 
emergency with the citrus quarantine for 
Florida, Alabama, Georgia, Hawaii, Lou-
isiana, and Mississippi as well as parts of 
California, South Carolina, and Arizona in 
October 2012. Citrus greening spreads quick-
ly, and because of its dormancy period, sur-
rounding groves are often already destroyed 
by the time the disease has been discovered. 

The conference substitute establishes a re-
search program dedicated to discovering or 
developing a cure or effective treatment for 
citrus greening and any other diseases and 
pests, domestic or invasive, that emerge to 
threaten the U.S. citrus producing and proc-
essing industry. The Managers recognize the 
need to target research toward citrus green-
ing in a sustained and adequately funded 
manner. The urgent need to find a cure or ef-
fective treatments for citrus greening that 
will be useful in all of the major citrus-pro-
ducing states of Arizona, California, Florida, 
and Texas is paramount. This urgency 
should guide the Department’s operation of 
this program. 

The Managers also recognize the impor-
tance of ensuring close collaboration be-
tween the Department, the industry stake-
holders described in this section, and the rel-
evant entities engaged in scientific research 
under this program. The Managers intend 
that the Department will consult closely and 
regularly with the industry stakeholders in 
the formulation, consideration, and approval 
of research projects performed under this 
program and will give great weight to input 
from these stakeholders. Those persons se-
lected to serve as industry stakeholders 
should be chosen in a manner that reflects 
the views and interests of the commercial 
citrus-producing sectors in the major citrus- 
producing states. 
(33) National Swine Research Center 

The House bill repeals section 612. (Section 
7309) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7308) 
(34) Studies of agricultural research, extension 

and education 
The House bill repeals Subtitle C of title 

VI. (Section 7311) 
The Senate amendment contains no com-

parable provision. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. (Section 7311) 
SUBTITLE D—OTHER LAWS 

(35) Equity in Educational Land-Grant Status 
Act of 1994 

The House bill adds Aaniih Nakota College, 
College of the Muscogee Nation, Keweenaw 
Bay Ojibwa Community College, and Navajo 
Technical College and removes Crownpoint 
Institute of Technology, Fort Belknap Col-
lege, and Si Tanka/Huron University to the 
authority and updates the names of Chief 
Dull Knife College and Sisseton Wahpeton 
College. The bill reauthorizes appropriations 
through fiscal year 2018 and requires certifi-
cation that research will be performed under 
a cooperative agreement with ARS or at 
least one other land grant college or univer-

sity (exclusive of another 1994 Institution), 
at least one non-land grant college of agri-
culture or at least one cooperating forestry 
school. (Section 7402) 

The Senate amendment adds the same in-
stitutions as the House bill and updates the 
name of the Sisseton Wahpeton College, re-
authorizes appropriations through fiscal 
year 2018 and requires the same certification 
as the House provision. 

Amends subsection (a)(2)(A)(ii) to except 
1994 Institutions as provided under section 
3(b)(3) of Smith-Lever, and for programs for 
children, youth and families at risk and for 
Federally recognized tribes implemented 
under section 3(d) of that Act (subsection 
(b)). (Section 7402) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7402) 

The Managers remain concerned about the 
agency’s operation of FRTEP as if it were a 
3(d) program. The Reservation Extension 
Agent Program was not authorized under 
Section 3(d) of the Smith-Lever Act. While 
this may have made administration of grants 
easier for the agency, it has led to confusion 
and unintended consequences. The Managers 
encourage the agency to follow congressional 
intent when implementing programs, old and 
new. 
(36) Carbon cycle research 

The House bill repeals section 221. (Section 
7404) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 

The Managers encourage the Agricultural 
Research Service to continue their field 
studies around the country to assess how 
biochar affects crop productivity and soil 
quality. Preliminary studies show promising 
results of how hardwood biochar can improve 
soil structure and the ability of sandy soils 
to retain water. 
(37) Competitive, Special, and Facilities Re-

search Grant Act 
The House bill reauthorizes appropriations 

through fiscal year 2018. The provision au-
thorizes priority areas on plant-based foods 
that are major sources of nutrients of con-
cern, the research and development of sur-
veillance methods, vaccines, vaccination de-
livery systems or diagnostic test for pests 
and diseases in wildlife reservoirs, the iden-
tification of animal drug needs, conservation 
practices and technologies addressing nutri-
ent loss and improving water quality, and 
the economic costs of adopting conservation 
practices and technologies to improve water 
quality. The bill requires the Secretary to 
establish procedures under which State or 
Federal commodity promotion entities may 
directly submit proposals for requests for ap-
plications to address issues related to estab-
lished priorities and award grants to eligible 
entities that submit proposals. Eligible enti-
ties are amended to include foundations. The 
Inter-regional research project number 4 is 
amended to include pesticides for use on spe-
cialty crops. Subsection (k) is repealed. (Sec-
tion 7405) 

The Senate amendment reauthorizes ap-
propriations through fiscal year 2018. Section 
7208(6) authorizes the Pulse Health Initia-
tive, including an authorization of appro-
priations of $25,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. Sec. 12101 amends Title IV of 
the Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Education Reform Act of 1998 to establish a 
wildlife reservoir zoonotic disease initiative 
to provide grants for research and develop-
ment of surveillance methods, vaccines, vac-
cination delivery systems, or diagnostic 
tests for covered diseases. Sec. 7308 author-
izes four regional integrated pest manage-
ment centers to provide research and exten-

sion programs, outreach, and response to in-
formation needs, among other purposes. The 
amendment also requires that not less than 
30 percent of funding be made available for 
integrated research, extension and education 
activities and requires the Secretary to sub-
mit a report to Congress regarding stream-
lining the AFRI grant application process. 
(Section 7404) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes appropriations 
through 2018, and adds priority areas to the 
competitive grant program and foundations 
to the list of eligible entities. The amend-
ment also directs the Secretary to establish 
procedures under which a commodity pro-
motion board or a State commodity board 
(or its equivalent) may submit to the Sec-
retary for consideration proposals for re-
quests for applications that address issues 
related to the priority areas of this grant 
program. Grants will not be funded under 
this authority unless the grant is matched 
with an equal contribution of funds from the 
entities submitting proposals for requests for 
applications. The Inter-regional research 
project number 4 is amended to include spe-
cialty crops. (Section 7404) 

The Agriculture and Food Research Initia-
tive (AFRI) is the premier competitive re-
search and extension grants program within 
the USDA. The AFRI program was estab-
lished in 2008 as a successor program to the 
National Research Initiative Competitive 
Grants Program and the Initiative for Fu-
ture Agriculture and Food Systems. The 
statutory priorities for the AFRI program 
are purposefully broad. In developing these 
priorities, the Congress was aware that as 
science evolves, a balance needed to be 
achieved between the need for flexibility to 
respond to new and emerging threats and op-
portunities, and the need for transparency 
and accountability in the expenditure of tax-
payer funds. 

Concerns are periodically raised regarding 
the annual allocations among the various 
statutory programmatic priorities and sub 
priorities. The Managers were aware of these 
qualitative concerns but lacked quantitative 
information on which to base any policy 
modifications. As a continuation of the pro-
grammatic audit carried out by the House 
Committee on Agriculture in preparation for 
developing the FARRM Act, USDA was re-
quested to provide a listing of recent awards 
under the AFRI program sorted according to 
the corresponding statutory priorities and 
sub priorities. That data revealed a dramatic 
shift in awards funding away from tradi-
tional areas of production agriculture. For 
instance, awards for research in plant sys-
tems dropped from 38.7 percent of available 
funds in fiscal year 2007, the final full year 
under the predecessor programs, to 18.4 per-
cent in 2011. Awards for research in animal 
systems fell from 22.4 percent to 9.4 percent 
over the same time period. 

Following receipt of a final report in Feb-
ruary 2013, there remained concern that the 
allocation of research and extension awards 
under the AFRI program was inconsistent 
with national priorities. As a result of the 
analysis, commitments were made by senior 
leadership of the National Institutes of Food 
and Agriculture (NIFA) to address these con-
cerns. Efforts undertaken by the Director of 
NIFA to incorporate enhancements in the 
fiscal year 2014 budget submission, while still 
lacking in certain respects, demonstrate the 
seriousness to which these commitments are 
being upheld. 

While the Managers are encouraged by the 
progress being made, there remains a desire 
to codify the transparency and account-
ability measures contained within this budg-
et submission language (section 7513). 
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The Managers recognize the importance of 

basic animal health research. The Con-
ference substitute includes a priority for the 
research and development of surveillance 
methods, vaccines, vaccination delivery sys-
tems and diagnostic tests for pests and dis-
eases that cause epizootic diseases in domes-
tic livestock (including deer, elk, bison, and 
other cervidae) and zoonotic diseases (in-
cluding bovine brucellosis and bovine tuber-
culosis) in domestic livestock or wildlife res-
ervoirs that present a potential concern to 
public health. 

The Managers recognize the growing im-
portance of and need for comprehensive and 
practical scientific and economic assess-
ments of agricultural practices and tech-
nologies intended to improve agriculture’s 
water quality and quantity performance. 
This is particularly the case as states work 
with producers on high priority or high pro-
file water quality challenges. Such scientific 
and economic assessments are needed for the 
major crop producing regions of the country, 
taking into account soils, climate, crops 
grown, and the technologies and agricultural 
practices in use. The goal of such assess-
ments should be to develop information and 
continue to build on the tools already in 
place. The assessments should continue to 
develop new and innovative approaches to 
help producers and policy makers in states 
understand what is affordable, achievable 
and sustainable for producers. The assess-
ment can then be used to consider how dif-
ferent water quality policy choices relate to 
other important societal objectives involv-
ing agriculture. The Managers encourage the 
Secretary to initiate a multi-year effort to 
help the states and USDA continue to de-
velop this base of science and knowledge 
through the funding of proposals from quali-
fied institutions capable of supporting inter-
disciplinary teams of researchers and experts 
to carry out such efforts. 

The Managers recognize the success of the 
Conservation Effects Assessment Project 
(CEAP) and the cross collaborative approach 
between multiple agencies at USDA, and 
strongly encourages USDA to continue and 
expand on those efforts. The Managers do 
not intend for this provision to be a replace-
ment for or duplication of CEAP, but rather 
as a source of sound, complementary eco-
nomic and technical information that could 
be used in conjunction with CEAP to create 
more accurate assessments of the effects of 
prospective conservation measures on agri-
cultural land. 

The Managers recognize that maintaining 
and enhancing wild rice, a uniquely Amer-
ican specialty crop, depends on continued 
use of traditional breeding methods, along 
with the application of new genetic tools to 
make conventional breeding more efficient. 
Genetic analysis of shattering, disease re-
sistance, reduced plant height, and other 
traits require not only development of new 
genetic markers for wild rice, but also new 
methods for gathering accurate phenotypic 
information on the plants. The use of these 
improved genetic resources in the future de-
pends on their continued availability 
through reliable seed storage methods. Some 
research has been done on maintaining via-
bility of stored seeds, but these need to be 
translated into reliable and useful methods 
at the local level to ensure breeding 
progress. 

The Managers would hope that the Sec-
retary would consider the following research 
objectives regarding wild rice genetic re-
sources: preserving and enhancing wild rice 
breeding lines for testing and release as fu-
ture varieties; developing phenotyping meth-
ods and genotypic markers for various traits; 
using genotypic and phenotypic information 
to identify superior genetic resources for 

breeding and to develop more efficient breed-
ing methods; evaluating and maintaining the 
genetic distinctiveness of wild rice breeding 
lines and populations; and developing im-
proved methods for short- and medium-term 
storage of wild rice breeding lines and popu-
lations. 

The Managers are concerned about the 
spread of tick-borne illnesses, particularly 
Lyme Disease in humans. The disease is 
heavily concentrated in the Northeast and 
upper Midwest. Lyme Disease, along with 
other tick-borne illnesses which affect live-
stock, presents a public health concern, par-
ticularly in the Agriculture community. 
Recognizing the impact of pests such as 
ticks, the Managers have reauthorized im-
portant research and development priorities 
and urge NIFA, in conjunction with other 
agencies, to build upon its existing efforts 
and pest management resources to protect 
humans and livestock from tick-borne ill-
nesses. 

The Managers recognize that eligible appli-
cants with limited institutional capacity 
may face unique challenges in successfully 
competing for funding administered by 
NIFA. The Managers encourage the Sec-
retary to assess these challenges and to con-
sider appropriate methods of streamlining 
the competitive grants application process. 
(38) Remote sensing data 

The House bill repeals section 892. (Section 
7408) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7407) 
(39) Reports under Farm Security and Rural In-

vestment Act of 2002 

The House bill repeals Sections 7409, 7410 
and 7411. (Section 7409) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7408) 
(40) Beginning Farmer and Rancher Develop-

ment Program 

The House bill amends the authorized 
areas for programs and services and includes 
school-based agricultural educational orga-
nizations as a priority recipient. The bill re-
quires that not less than 5 percent of the 
funds in a fiscal year used to make grants be 
used to support programs and services that 
address the needs of military veteran begin-
ning farmers and ranchers and authorizes 
the Secretary to coordinate between a re-
cipient of a grant used for this purpose and 
a recipient of a grant under section 1680 of 
the Food, Agriculture, Conservation and 
Trade Act of 1990 in addressing the needs of 
military veteran beginning farmers and 
ranchers with disabilities. The provision pro-
hibits a recipient of a grant from using more 
than 10 percent of grant funds for the indi-
rect costs of carrying out an authorized 
grant initiatives. Of the funds of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, $20,000,000 for 
each fiscal year 2014 through 2018 is author-
ized and the authorization of appropriations 
is extended for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
(Section 7410) 

The Senate amendment includes beginning 
farmers and ranchers who are veterans in the 
current set-aside of funding and authorizes 
competitive grants to States to establish and 
improve farm safety program at the local 
level. Of the funds of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, $17,000,000 for each fiscal year 
2014 through 2018 is authorized and the au-
thorization of appropriations is extended for 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. (Section 7408) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes grant purposes in-

cluding farm safety and awareness and a pri-
ority for school-based agricultural edu-
cational organizations. It also specifies that 
an eligible entity may be a community-based 
or nongovernmental organization and pro-
vides at least a 5 percent set-aside for those 
programs and services already qualified for 
the set-aside in current law as well as an-
other 5 percent set-aside for veteran farmers 
and ranchers. The amendment limits indi-
rect costs and permits coordination with re-
cipients of an assistive technology program 
for farmers with disabilities grant. $20,000,000 
of Commodity Credit Corporation funds for 
each fiscal year 2014 through 2018, to remain 
available until expended, is authorized and 
the authorization of appropriations is ex-
tended through 2018. (Section 7409) 

The Conference substitute reauthorizes 
and provides mandatory funding to the Be-
ginning Farmer and Rancher Development 
Program, which develops and offers edu-
cation, training, outreach and mentoring 
programs to ensure the success of the next 
generation of farmers. The conference sub-
stitute expands eligibility to include mili-
tary veterans who wish to begin a career in 
agriculture. 
(41) McIntire-Stennis Cooperative Forestry Act 

The House bill amends the definition of 
state to include American Samoa, the Fed-
erated States of Micronesia and the Com-
monwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands. 
(Section 7411) 

The Senate amendment amends the defini-
tion of state to include the Federated States 
of Micronesia, American Samoa, the North-
ern Mariana Islands and the District of Co-
lumbia and exempts eligible 1890 Institutions 
from the matching funds requirement if the 
allocation is below $200,000. (Section 8301) 

The Conference substitute adopts neither 
the House nor the Senate provision. Both the 
House bill and Senate amendment included 
amendments to the McIntire-Stennis cooper-
ative forestry program to extend eligibility 
to the 1862 land grant colleges in insular 
areas not currently specified in the Act. 
USDA has since provided the Managers with 
technical assistance clarifying that those in-
stitutions were already eligible to partici-
pate by virtue of other law, specifically sec-
tion 1361(a) of P.L. 96–374, thus negating the 
need for this provision. 

The National Association of University 
Forest Resources Programs (NAUFRP), (for-
merly the National Association of Profes-
sional Forestry Schools and Colleges) rep-
resents 69 of our nation’s universities and 
their respective scientists, educators and ex-
tension specialists. NAUFRP’s purpose is to 
advance the health, productivity, and sus-
tainability of America’s forests by providing 
university-based natural resource education, 
research, science, extension and inter-
national programs. The Managers would en-
courage USDA to engage in discussions with 
NAUFRP to ensure that their proposals for 
resource management are appropriately ad-
dressed. 

SUBTITLE E—FOOD, CONSERVATION, AND 
ENERGY ACT OF 2008 

(42) Enhanced Use Lease Authority Pilot Pro-
gram 

The House bill states that section 308 is 
amended to terminate 10 years after the date 
of enactment of section 308 and reports are 
required not later than 6, 8, and 10 years 
after enactment. (Section 7511) 

The Senate amendment states that sub-
paragraph (b)(6)(A) is amended to extend the 
authority of this section on September 30, 
2018. (Section 7405) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7511) 
(43) Grazinglands Research Laboratory 

The House bill amends section 7502 to ex-
tend the authority for 10 years beginning on 
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the date of enactment of the Act. (Section 
7512) 

The Senate amendment amends section 
7502 to extend the authority until September 
30, 2018. (Section 7511) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7512) 
(44) Budget submission and funding 

The House bill requires information re-
garding each research program carried out 
by the ARS or ERS for which annual appro-
priations are requested in the annual budget 
submission of the President and each com-
petitive program carried out by the NIFA for 
which annual appropriations are requested in 
the annual budget submission of the Presi-
dent, requires additional information for 
each funding request for a covered program 
to be submitted to Congress each year to-
gether with the annual budget submission of 
the President, prohibits the President from 
carrying out any program under certain au-
thorities during the fiscal year unless the 
President submits the information required 
and described for a fiscal year and requires 
an annual report to Congress. (Section 7512) 

The Senate amendment requires informa-
tion regarding each research program carried 
out by the ARS or ERS for which annual ap-
propriations are requested in the annual 
budget submission of the President and each 
competitive program carried out by the 
NIFA for which annual appropriations are 
requested in the annual budget submission of 
the President, requires additional informa-
tion for each funding request for a covered 
program to be submitted to Congress each 
year together with the annual budget sub-
mission of the President, and requires an an-
nual report to Congress. (Section 7512) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7513) 

The Managers are aware of the need for the 
statutory priorities for the various agricul-
tural research, education and extension pro-
grams to be written with sufficient flexi-
bility so that the Administrators of the 
USDA research agencies can respond quickly 
and efficiently to emerging problems and op-
portunities. Further, recent changes in Con-
gressional appropriations procedures have 
only enhanced USDA’s flexibility in admin-
istering these programs. The Managers are 
nevertheless cognizant of the need for tax-
payer funds to be used in a transparent and 
accountable manner. 

Given the spending discretion that USDA 
has gained in recent years, it is incumbent 
upon the Department to manage the re-
search, education and extension programs in 
a most transparent manner. This trans-
parency assures Congress and stakeholders 
of the integrity of these programs. 

In the past year, the Managers have ex-
pressed concerns about funding allocations 
under various research, education, and ex-
tension programs to the senior leadership of 
the National Institute of Food and Agri-
culture (NIFA). These fruitful discussions 
with NIFA leadership resulted in several 
commitments to address the underlying con-
cerns of the Managers as well as to enhance 
the information available in future budget 
submissions. 

In order to increase the ability of Congress 
to appropriately oversee funding allocations, 
the conference substitute seeks to codify the 
commitments that have been made by NIFA 
leadership in order to provide transparency 
and accountability with regard to the re-
search, extension and education budget. It is 
the intent of the Managers that USDA pro-
vide increasingly detailed spending plans to 
Congress in advance of the development of 
annual appropriations measures so that Con-
gress and interested constituencies can 
weigh the merits of these allocations against 

evolving priorities, and as a representative 
body, Congress can approve or disapprove of 
the proposed allocations. 

The Managers believe that receipt of the 
information requested in this section will be 
beneficial to the long-term goal of expanding 
resources available for agricultural research, 
extension and education. The Managers be-
lieve that enhanced transparency in the 
budgeting process can only increase aware-
ness and broad-based support for these crit-
ical programs. 

It is likewise the intent of the Managers 
that the process of submitting information 
concerning the budget outline would be an 
iterative process and that the research agen-
cies would consult with the Congressional 
authorizing committees and appropriating 
subcommittees to ensure clarity of the budg-
et request. To this end, the conference sub-
stitute specifically authorizes the research 
agencies to submit corrections and clarifica-
tions in a reasonable period of time to fulfill 
the requirements of this section. 

The Managers are aware that the ARS is 
shifting its funding priorities from core work 
in areas impacting crop protection and live-
stock production to environmental steward-
ship. The Managers are concerned that this 
action is short-sighted, especially in light of 
the fact that many plant disease issues may 
be magnified under varying weather condi-
tions, and this is especially the case in the 
work on fusarium head blight in wheat and 
barley. 

The Managers are aware of budgetary con-
straints throughout the Department; never-
theless, the Managers question the priority 
setting process on how funds are allocated 
with regard to aquaculture. In particular, 
the Managers are aware of the continuing 
threat of predators to aquaculture oper-
ations and encourage the Secretary to con-
tinue to fund these important livestock pro-
tection programs. 

The Managers recognize that historical 
funding levels for equine sciences have been 
limited and encourage the Secretary to con-
sider increasing resources allocated to re-
search priorities for equine health in the De-
partment’s annual budget submission. 

The Mangers recognize that historical 
funding levels for rangeland and prairie grass 
research has been limited and encourage the 
Secretary to consider increasing resources 
allocated to research priorities for rangeland 
and prairie grass research, including tall- 
grass and other native vegetation. 

The Managers recognize the importance of 
nationally coordinated, regionally managed 
canola research and education programs. In 
awarding grants for these activities, the 
Managers encourage the Secretary to seek 
input from stakeholders and give priority 
consideration to proposals that address re-
search needs in production areas with the 
greatest potential to expand as well as those 
where canola production is established and 
needs to be maintained. 

The Managers would like to encourage the 
Secretary to fund competitive research into 
the fundamental issues of stabilizing food 
prices to enhance food security in the U.S. 
and globally. One area of interest is an ex-
amination of the economic factors leading to 
increased food security in the U.S. The Man-
agers are also interested in how financial 
markets and the expansion of the bioenergy 
industry globally has impacted global food 
prices. 
(45) Research and education grants for the 

study of antibiotic-resistant bacteria 
The House bill reauthorizes appropriations 

through 2018. (Section 7514) 
The Senate amendment contains no com-

parable provision. 
The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-

ate provision. 

(46) Farm and Ranch Stress Assistance Network 

The House bill repeals Section 7522. (Sec-
tion 7515) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 

(47) Seed distribution 

The House bill repeals Section 7523. (Sec-
tion 7516) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7514) 

(48) Sun Grant Program 

The House bill authorizes the Secretary to 
coordinate among appropriate Federal agen-
cies, authorizes grants to be used towards in-
tegrated, multistate research, extension and 
education programs on technology develop-
ment and implementation repeals Funding 
allocations for specific programs, amends re-
quirements for the plan for research activi-
ties to be funded to address bioproducts and 
priorities of appropriate Federal agencies 
and reauthorizes the program. (Section 7518) 

The Senate amendment authorizes the Sec-
retary to coordinate among appropriate Fed-
eral agencies, authorizes grants to be used 
towards integrated, multistate research, ex-
tension and education programs on tech-
nology development and implementation re-
peals Funding allocations for specific pro-
grams, amends requirements for the plan for 
research activities to be funded to address 
bioproducts and priorities of appropriate 
Federal agencies, reauthorizes the program, 
and authorizes grants to a Sun Grant Center 
for each region. (Section 7514) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 7516) 

The Conference substitute directs the Sec-
retary to utilize and leverage the invest-
ment, resources, and capacities of the cur-
rent regional Sun Grant Program Centers 
and Sub-center to continue their leadership 
and management of the regional Sun Grant 
competitive grants program. 

The Conference substitute reauthorizes, 
consolidates, and amends the Sun Grant Pro-
gram to expand input from other appropriate 
federal agencies, authorize bio products, 
eliminate authorization for gasification re-
search and make the program competitive. 
The Managers recognize the leadership and 
work of the Sun Grant Centers in each re-
gion and intends that the revisions to the 
program to make it competitive do not re-
duce the effectiveness of the overall pro-
gram. The Managers also recognize the im-
portance of the collaborative nature of the 
Sun Grant Centers and is requiring that ap-
plicants represent consortia of universities 
with prior experience working collabo-
ratively to pursue the intent of the program. 
The Managers recognize the importance of 
demonstrated experience in working with 
multiple federal agencies and in awarding 
and managing funding provided through 
competitive grants to land grant institutions 
and institutions partnering with land grant 
institutions. Accordingly, the Secretary is 
encouraged to competitively select a single 
association of universities that will imple-
ment the Sun Grant Program for the dura-
tion of this farm bill authorization. This as-
sociation of universities should be made up 
of a university from each of the sun grant re-
gions and sub region that will serve as the 
Sun Grant Center or Sub center for that re-
gion or sub region. In making the competi-
tive selection, the Secretary should consider 
giving preference to an association of univer-
sities that has demonstrated experience in 
managing regional competitive grant pro-
grams for research and education programs 
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that support the development of bioenergy, 
biomass feedstocks, and biobased products. 
Finally, the Managers recognize the value 
and importance of committed use of peer re-
view principles and other research best prac-
tices in the selection, management, and dis-
semination of research projects. 
(49) Study and report on food deserts 

The House bill repeals Section 7527. (Sec-
tion 7519) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7517) 
(50) Agricultural and rural transportation re-

search and education 
The House bill repeals Section 7529. (Sec-

tion 7520) 
The Senate amendment contains no com-

parable provision. 
The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision. (Section 7518) 
SUBTITLE F—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

(51) Agreements with nonprofit organizations 
for National Arboretum 

The House bill authorizes the Secretary to 
negotiate agreements with nonprofit organi-
zations that support the purpose of the Na-
tional Arboretum and use the proceeds of the 
organizations towards operation and mainte-
nance of the facilities. In addition, a non-
profit organization that entered into such 
agreement may recognize donors if such rec-
ognition is approved by the Secretary. (Sec-
tion 7601) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes the Secretary to ne-
gotiate concessions and agreements for the 
National Arboretum with nonprofit sci-
entific or educational organizations and non-
profit organizations that entered into a con-
cession or agreement to recognize donors. 
(Section 7602) 
(52) Cotton Disease Research Report 

The House bill requires the Secretary to 
submit to Congress a Cotton Disease Re-
search Report. (Section 7602) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7604) 
(53) Acceptance of facility for Agricultural Re-

search Service 

The House bill authorizes the Secretary to 
allow a non-Federal entity to construct a fa-
cility for use and on land owned by the Agri-
cultural Research Service under certain con-
ditions. (Section 7603) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(54) Technical Corrections 

The House bill makes miscellaneous tech-
nical corrections. (Section 7604) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 7605) 
(55) Legitimacy of industrial hemp research 

The House bill authorizes research using 
industrial hemp at an institution of higher 
education if the growing or cultivating of in-
dustrial hemp is allowed under the laws of 
the State where the institution of higher 
education is located and the research occurs. 
Industrial hemp is defined. (Section 7605) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 

amendment authorizes an institution of 
higher education or State department of ag-
riculture to grow or cultivate industrial 
hemp for research purposes if the laws of the 
State permit its growth and cultivation. 
(Section 7606) 
(56) Foundation for food and agriculture re-

search 
The Senate amendment authorizes a foun-

dation for food and agriculture research, a 
new nonprofit corporation designed to sup-
plement USDA’s basic and applied research 
activities. On Oct. 1, 2013, of the funds of the 
Commodity Credit Corporation, the Sec-
retary shall transfer to the Foundation 
$200,000,000 to remain available until ex-
pended. (Section 7601) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes a foundation for food 
and agricultural research designed to supple-
ment USDA’s basic and applied research ac-
tivities and $200,000,000 of Commodity Credit 
Corporation funding to the Foundation to re-
main available until expended. (Section 7601) 

The Managers recognize the significant 
need for agricultural research and the chal-
lenge to find funding in the current fiscal en-
vironment. As such the conference sub-
stitute creates a new non-profit foundation, 
the Foundation for Food and Agriculture Re-
search, to leverage private funding, matched 
with federal dollars, to support public agri-
cultural research. This approach will foster 
continued innovation in agricultural re-
search. 

The increased productivity and boost in 
crop yields experienced by American farmers 
can be attributed to research investments 
made 30 to 50 years ago. Federal investment 
in public agricultural research has been 
trending downward at a time when the de-
mands of a growing population require that 
American agriculture research again take a 
leading role in pushing forward food produc-
tion. USDA, the National Academy of 
Sciences, the National Science Foundation 
and agricultural research stakeholders will 
play an integral role in establishing the 
Foundation. 

The Managers do not intend for the Foun-
dation to be duplicative of current funding 
or research efforts, but rather to foster pub-
lic-private partnerships among the agricul-
tural research community, including federal 
agencies, academia, non-profit organiza-
tions, corporations and individual donors to 
identify and prioritize the most pressing 
needs facing agriculture. It is the Managers 
view that the Foundation will complement 
the work of USDA basic and applied research 
activities and further advance USDA’s re-
search mission. Furthermore, the Managers 
do not intend in any way for the Founda-
tion’s funding to offset or allow for a reduc-
tion in the appropriated dollars that go to 
agricultural research. 
(57) Agricultural and food law research, legal 

tools and information 
The Senate amendment authorizes the Sec-

retary, acting through the National Agricul-
tural Library, to support the dissemination 
of agricultural and food law research, legal 
tools and information by entering into coop-
erative agreements with institutions of high-
er education. The Secretary may not use 
more than $5,000,000 of the amounts made 
available to the national Agricultural Li-
brary. (Section 7602) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment directs the Secretary, through 
the National Agricultural Library, to sup-

port the dissemination of agricultural and 
food law research, legal tools and informa-
tion by entering into cooperative agreements 
with institutions of higher education and au-
thorizes $5,000,000 in appropriations for fiscal 
year 2014 and each year thereafter. (Section 
7603) 

The Managers recognize that farms, 
ranches, and forests in the United States are 
impacted by a complex and rapidly evolving 
web of competition and international, Fed-
eral, State, and local laws, including regula-
tions. The agricultural community of the 
United States, including farmers, ranchers, 
foresters, attorneys, policymakers, and ex-
tension personnel, need access to agricul-
tural and food law research and information 
provided by objective, scholarly, and neutral 
sources. 

TITLE VIII—FORESTRY 
SUBTITLE A—REPEAL OF CERTAIN FORESTRY 

PROGRAMS 
(1) Watershed Forestry Assistance Program 

The House bill repeals the Watershed For-
estry Assistance Program in the Cooperative 
Forestry Assistance Act of 1978, effective on 
October 1, 2013. (Section 8002) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment eliminates the effective date. 
(Section 8002) 
(2) Expired Cooperative National Forest Prod-

ucts Marketing Program 
The House bill repeals the Cooperative Na-

tional Forest Products Marketing Program 
in the Cooperative Forestry Assistance Act 
of 1978 which has been expired. (Section 8003) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 8003) 
(3) Separate forest service decision making and 

appeals process 
The House bill repeals Section 322 of the 

Department of the Interior and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 1993. It pro-
hibits application of Section 428 of the Con-
solidated Appropriations Act, 2012 to any 
project or activity implementing a land and 
resource management plan that is categori-
cally excluded from an EA or EIS under 
NEPA. (Section 8006) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 8006) 

This provision clarifies the intent of Con-
gress regarding administrative review of 
projects and activities implementing land 
and resource management plants. This lan-
guage came as a result of a federal court de-
cision in March 2012 that the Forest Service 
must engage in this process for non-
controversial, common sense actions that 
provide jobs, public safety, community fire 
protection, and clean water. This is not re-
quired of the Department of Interior or any 
other federal agency. This provision would 
return the agency to the procedures that 
were in place prior to the 2012 court decision. 
SUBTITLE B—REAUTHORIZATION OF COOPERA-

TIVE FORESTRY ASSISTANCE ACT OF 1978 
PROGRAMS 

(4) State-wide assessment and strategies for for-
est resources 

The House bill requires the State Forester 
or equivalent State official in developing or 
updating the State-wide assessment and 
strategy for forest resources to coordinate 
with, when feasible, appropriate military in-
stallations. (Section 8101) 

The Senate amendment extends the au-
thorization of appropriations for the state- 
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wide assessment and strategies for forest re-
sources through 2018. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment provides for the extension of the 
authorization of appropriations for state- 
wide assessment and strategies for forest re-
sources that was in the Senate amendment. 
(Section 8101) 

The 2008 farm bill conference report in-
cluded language directing state foresters to 
perform statewide assessments of forest 
lands within their borders to better under-
stand how to properly manage these re-
sources. The first reports came back in 2010. 
The Managers considered these reports a suc-
cess and adopted the House provision that di-
rects state foresters to coordinate with mili-
tary facilities within their borders when de-
veloping future plans. 
(5) Forest Legacy Program 

The House bill eliminates the authoriza-
tion for the Forest Legacy Program of such 
sums as necessary and replaces it with an 
authorization of appropriations of $55,000,000 
for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. (Section 
8102) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(6) Community Forest and Open Space Con-

servation Program 
The House bill eliminates the authoriza-

tion for the Community Forest and Open 
Space Conservation Program of such sums as 
necessary and replaces it with an authoriza-
tion of appropriations of $1,500,000 for fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018. (Section 8103) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 

SUBTITLE C—REAUTHORIZATION OF OTHER 
FORESTRY-RELATED LAWS 

(7) Office of International Forestry 
The House bill authorizes appropriations of 

$6,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 through 2018 for 
the Office of International Forestry. (Sec-
tion 8202) 

The Senate amendment extends authoriza-
tion of appropriations through fiscal year 
2018. (Section 8202) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 8202) 
(8) Change in funding source for Healthy For-

ests Reserve Program 
The House bill authorizes appropriations of 

$9,750,000 for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
Appropriated funds may be used to carry out 
the Soil Conservation and Domestic Allot-
ment Act for land enrolled in the program. 
(Section 8203) 

The Senate amendment is the same as the 
House. It defines the term ‘‘Acreage Owned 
by Indian Tribes’’ for the purposes of Section 
502(e)(3). (Section 8205) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment increases the authorization lev-
els from $9,750,000 to $12,000,000. (Section 
8203) 

The Managers intend to clarify the defini-
tion of Indian-owned acreage for the program 
managed by NCRS. Further, as a result of 
the potential increase in participation in the 
program, the Managers increased the author-
ization level. 
(9) Stewardship end result contracting project 

authority 

The House bill states that section 347 of 
the Department of the Interior and Related 
Agencies Appropriations Act, 1999 is reau-
thorized through fiscal year 2018. It author-
izes the Secretary to consider a Stewardship 

Contract as a contract for the sale of prop-
erty. Further, it requires the Chief of the 
Forest Service and the Director of Bureau of 
Land Management to issue fire liability pro-
visions for use in all contracts and agree-
ments under section 347. (Section 8204) 

The Senate amendment repeals Section 347 
of the Department of the Interior and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 1999. It 
authorizes the Secretary to consider a Stew-
ardship Contract as a contract for the sale of 
property. It further adds Stewardship End 
Result Contracting Projects to the Healthy 
Forests Restoration Act of 2003, authorizing 
the Forest Service and Bureau of Land Man-
agement to enter into stewardship end-result 
contracting projects (Stewardship Contracts) 
for services that achieve land management 
goals. The authorization is permanent. (Sec-
tion 8204) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment includes the House language 
that requires the Chief of the Forest Service 
and the Director of the Bureau of Land Man-
agement to issue fire liability provisions for 
use in all contracts and agreements under 
section 347. (Section 8205) 

The Managers provide the Forest Service 
with a permanent extension of stewardship 
contracting authority. This approach to land 
management has proved to be effective na-
tionwide since it was first authorized in 1999 
and extended in 2003. Stewardship Con-
tracting allows the Forest Service to con-
duct important forest restoration work by 
allowing the value of wood removed to help 
offset the cost of needed restoration treat-
ments, like forest thinning, introduction of 
prescribed fire, and habitat improvements 
for a variety of species. The Managers in-
clude in this extension, provisions that allow 
for designation by prescription for the mark-
ing of timber under this program. The Con-
ference substitute also includes language 
which provides the same fire liability provi-
sions utilized under the current timber sales 
program to be available for Stewardship 
Contracts. The Managers do not intend for 
Stewardship Contracting to replace, dimin-
ish, or adversely impact the U.S. Forest 
Service’s timber sales program. 

The Managers expect the Chief to work 
with purchasers of Forest Service timber to 
address concerns they have raised about 
methods of selecting the winning bidders on 
Stewardship Contracts, and to provide feed-
back to losing bidders to help increase their 
understanding of the process to become more 
effective in the future. 
(10) Insect and disease infestation 

The Senate amendment authorizes the des-
ignation of treatment areas, as part of an in-
sect and disease treatment program, one or 
more subwatersheds in at least one National 
Forest in each State that is experiencing an 
insect or disease epidemic within 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act. Ad-
ditional areas may be designated as needed 
after the initial 60 day period. The Secretary 
may carry out priority projects on Federal 
land in designated subwatersheds to reduce 
the risk or extent of, or increase the resil-
ience to, insect or disease infestation. Pri-
ority projects shall maximize the retention 
of old-growth and large trees, as appropriate 
and to the extent the trees promote stands 
resilient to insects and disease. The Senate 
amendment authorizes appropriations of 
$200,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
(Section 8203) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment replaces the subwatershed size 
treatment area with a landscape scale and 

includes a limited categorical exclusion for 
projects smaller than 3,000 acres. The pro-
gram is authorized for 10 years through 2024. 
(Section 8204) 

The outbreak of the pine bark beetle af-
flicting states across the nation is a great 
concern to the Managers. To date, an esti-
mated 41 million acres have been affected 
across the United States, creating poten-
tially hazardous fuel loads in several western 
states. The Managers agreement includes 
provisions to provide the Forest Service with 
increased flexibility to address this issue and 
work with partners to mitigate the potential 
damage. 

The Conference substitute recognizes that 
the current system for managing national 
forests affected by historic insect infesta-
tions has not been responsive to the speed 
and widespread impact of the infestations. 
The final language builds on current law fa-
miliar to all stakeholders, the Healthy For-
ests Restoration Act, by targeting the law’s 
application for a ten-year period to insect- 
and disease-affected forests. It appropriately 
focuses on landscape-scale restoration work 
and protects old-growth and large trees to 
the extent their retention promotes resilient 
stands in a given type of forest. The final 
language also includes a Categorical Exclu-
sion (CE) under the National Environmental 
Policy Act that is subject to several critical 
sideboards. 

The most important limitation is that any 
projects subject to a CE must be developed 
and implemented through a collaborative 
process that is transparent, nonexclusive, 
and includes multiple and diverse stake-
holders. Collaborative forest restoration 
partnerships have a proven record of fos-
tering the social license that is crucial to 
managing our public lands appropriately. 
The Conference substitute recognizes the 
success of forest collaboratives and encour-
ages their continued work across the coun-
try. Additional limitations to use of the CE 
include that projects may be no larger than 
3,000 acres; projects may only take place in 
the wildland-urban interface or in forests 
facing a risk of fire greater than their histor-
ical norm; no permanent roads may be con-
structed and any temporary roads must be 
decommissioned within three years; and the 
Forest Service must report to Congress each 
year about its use of the CE. 

The Mountain Pine Beetle Response 
Project (MPBR) in the Black Hills National 
Forest can be used as a model for the type 
and scale of projects that are to be con-
ducted with these provisions to keep pace 
with expanding insect infestations. The 
MPBR Project encompasses approximately 
248,000 acres of National Forest System lands 
and includes approximately 122,000 acres of 
thinning or other measures aimed at reduc-
ing stand density and hazardous fuels. The 
Managers expect that acres covered by the 
projects are tailored to the local cir-
cumstances depending on the size of the for-
est and scope of the infestation. The author-
ity in these provisions provides the Forest 
Service with additional tools to replicate 
these types of landscape scale projects across 
the country in coordination with local stake-
holders. 

SUBTITLE D—NATIONAL FOREST CRITICAL 
AREA RESPONSE 

(11) Definitions 
The House bill defines the terms ‘‘Critical 

Area’’, ‘‘National Forest System’’, and ‘‘Sec-
retary’’ for the purposes of this title. (Sec-
tion 8301) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(12) Designation of critical areas 

The House bill provides for the designation 
of critical areas within the National Forest 
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System to address deteriorating forest 
health conditions due to insect infestation, 
drought, disease or storm damage and the fu-
ture risk of insect infestations or disease 
outbreaks through preventative treatments. 
(Section 8302) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(13) Application of expedited procedures and ac-

tivities of the Healthy Forests Restoration 
Act of 2003 to critical areas 

The House bill authorizes the application 
of Title I of the Healthy Forests Restoration 
Act of 2003 to all Forest Service projects and 
activities carried out in a critical area and 
requires the same projects and activities be 
consistent with the applicable land and re-
source management plan. However, Sec. 322 
of P.L. 102–381 will not apply to projects con-
ducted in accordance with this section, and 
in applying Title I, the authority shall apply 
to the entire critical area and all projects 
and activities of the Forest Service shall be 
considered as authorized hazardous fuel re-
duction projects. Certain smaller projects 
shall be considered an action categorically 
excluded from the requirements of an envi-
ronmental assessment or an environmental 
impact statement and exempt from section 
105 of the Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 
2003. (Section 8303) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(14) Good neighbor authority 

The House bill authorizes the Secretary to 
enter into cooperative agreements or con-
tracts with a state forester to provide forest, 
rangeland, and watershed restoration, man-
agement and protection services on National 
Forest System land. (Section 8304) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. (Sec-
tion 8206) 

The Conference substitute includes lan-
guage that allows for the Secretary to enter 
into cooperative agreements with state for-
esters nationwide to engage in management 
activity, otherwise known as Good Neighbor 
Authority. This practice allows for better co-
ordination between federal and state offi-
cials in promoting healthy state forests. The 
Managers note the successful implementa-
tion of this program in Colorado and Utah 
and recognize the benefit to extending this 
authority nationwide. The Managers expect 
the Secretary to seek projects which utilize 
the full range of contracting tools available 
to accomplish the objectives of Good Neigh-
bor Authority. 

SUBTITLE E—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 
(15) Forest service participation in ACES pro-

gram 
The House bill authorizes the Secretary to 

use funds from conservation-related pro-
grams on National Forest lands to utilize the 
Agriculture Conservation Experienced Serv-
ices Program to provide technical service on 
conservation-related programs. (Section 
8402) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 8302) 

The Managers are concerned about the in-
creasing number of retirements among For-
est Service employees in recent years and 
the loss of institutional knowledge as a re-
sult. The Conference substitute includes lan-
guage to allow the Forest Service to hire re-
tired employees under the Agriculture Con-

servation Experienced Services (ACES) pro-
gram. The Forest Service will continue to 
see a large number of retirements in the 
coming years. Allowing the Forest Service to 
participate in the ACES program allows the 
agency to retain the institutional knowledge 
acquired through the years by these senior 
employees. 
(16) Green Science and Technology Transfer Re-

search under Forest and Rangeland Renew-
able Resources Research Act of 1978 

The House bill includes as a priority 
science and technology transfer through the 
Forest Products Lab to demonstrate the ben-
eficial characteristics of wood as a green 
building material. It requires the Secretary 
to submit an annual report describing the re-
search conducted in furtherance of the pri-
ority added above, the number of buildings 
the Forest Service has built with wood and 
the investments made by the Forest Service 
in green building wood promotion. (Section 
8403) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(17) Extension of stewardship contract authority 

The House bill authorizes designation by 
description and designation by prescription 
as valid methods of designation for timber 
sales. Both methods may be supervised by 
use of post-harvest cruise, sample weight 
scaling or other methods. (Section 8404) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 8303) 
(18) Reimbursement of fire funds 

The House bill requires that the State 
seeking reimbursement and the State pro-
viding reimbursement must each have a mu-
tual assistance agreement with the Forest 
Service or an agency of the Department of 
the Interior. (Section 8405) 

The Senate amendment requires that the 
State seeking reimbursement and the State 
providing reimbursement must each have a 
mutual assistance agreement with the For-
est Service or another Federal agency. (Sec-
tion 8303) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 8304) 
(19) Ability of National Forest System lands to 

meet needs of local wood producing facilities 
for raw materials 

The House bill requires the Secretary to 
submit to Congress a report regarding raw 
material needs of wood producing facilities 
within the boundaries of each National For-
est System unit or within 100 miles of such 
boundaries and the ability of each unit to 
meet the needs of such facilities, including 
information on the volume of timber avail-
able, sold and harvested from each unit. 
(Section 8406) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 

Although the Managers did not adopt the 
House provision directing the Secretary to 
issue a report to Congress on its ability to 
provide raw material to facilities within 100 
miles of a national forest, the Managers 
enourage the Forest Service to engage with 
the sawmill owners who utilize material har-
vested from National Forest System land. 
The Managers are concerned that certain re-
gions within the National Forest System are 
not meeting the timber production target 
laid out in their management plans. The 
Managers note that many wood producing fa-
cilities are dependent on material produced 
on National Forest land and that all 10 re-
gions of the National Forest System should 

strive to meet their target where appro-
priate. 

(20) Report on the National Forest System roads 

The House bill requires the Secretary to 
submit to Congress a report regarding Na-
tional Forest System roads and trails. (Sec-
tion 8407) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 

Although the Managers did not adopt the 
House provision which required the Sec-
retary to issue a report to Congress on the 
state of the National Forest System roads, 
the Managers believe this is an important 
issue and encourage the Forest Service to 
prioritize the maintenance of currently used 
roads. 

(21) Forest Service Large Airtanker and Aerial 
Asset Firefighting Recapitalization Pilot 
Program 

The House bill authorizes the Secretary to 
establish a large airtanker and aerial asset 
lease program. (Section 8408) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 8305) 

The 2012 and 2013 wildfire seasons have 
been some of the worst on record. The dev-
astating wildfires are important reminders 
that the Forest Service’s current available 
large airtanker fleet is vastly inadequate to 
meet our expected firefighting needs now or 
in the coming years. The U.S. Forest Serv-
ice’s Large Airtanker Modernization Strat-
egy, released in 2012, recommended a ‘‘next 
generation’’ aerial solution and specifically 
stated that ‘‘[airtankers] are important to 
the Federal, state, and local wild land fire-
fighting missions of protecting communities 
and natural resources from wildfires and to 
successfully managing wildfires in this coun-
try.’’ The report also stated that ‘‘the cur-
rent fleet of large airtankers is old, with an 
average of age of more than 50 years. With 
rising age, the cost of maintaining large 
airtankers is rapidly increasing, as are the 
risks associated with using them.’’ Support 
for implementing the modernization strat-
egy is urgently needed before the Forest 
Service is unable to adequately respond to 
future fires. The Managers strongly support 
the establishment of a large airtanker and 
aerial asset lease program to support the 
Forest Service’s vital modernization strat-
egy for its firefighting large airtanker fleet. 

(22) Land conveyance, Jefferson National Forest 
in Wise County, Virginia 

The House bill authorizes the Secretary to 
convey upon payment all right, title and in-
terest of the U.S. in and to a parcel of Na-
tional Forest System land in the Jefferson 
National Forest in Wise County, Virginia. 
(Section 8409) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 8306) 

(23) Categorical exclusion for forest projects in 
response to emergencies 

The House bill states that any forest 
project carried out to clean up or restore 
damaged National Forest System land dur-
ing a two-year period following the date of a 
presidential disaster or emergency declara-
tion shall be categorically excluded from an 
environmental assessment or environmental 
impact statement. (Section 8410) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
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TITLE IX—ENERGY 

(1) Definitions 
The House bill modifies the definition of 

‘‘biobased product’’ to explicitly include for-
estry materials and forest products that 
meet biobased content requirements, not-
withstanding the market share the product 
holds, the age of the product, or whether the 
market for the product is new or emerging. 
(Section 9001(1)) The bill also defines ‘‘forest 
product’’ to ensure that mature forest prod-
ucts are treated in the same manner as other 
biobased products. (Section 9001(3)) Addition-
ally, the bill defines ‘‘renewable energy sys-
tem’’ to limit the eligible projects in the 
Rural Energy for America Program. (Section 
9001(4)) 

The Senate amendment defines ‘‘renewable 
chemical’’ as a monomer, polymer, plastic, 
formulated product, or chemical substance 
produced from renewable biomass. (Section 
9002(3)) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment includes the Senate definition of 
‘‘renewable chemical’’. The modification of 
the definition of ‘‘biobased product’’ is 
moved to Section 9002. (Section 9001) 
(2) Biobased Markets 

The House bill extends current law 
through FY2018. No mandatory funding is au-
thorized. The bill authorizes to be appro-
priated $2 million annually for FY2014– 
FY2018. (Section 9002(h)) 

The Senate amendment establishes a tar-
geted biobased-only procurement require-
ment for federal agencies. The amendment 
limits reporting on the availability, relative 
price, performance and environmental and 
public health benefits of biobased materials 
subject to the availability of data. It adds re-
porting requirements of quantities and types 
of biobased products purchased by procuring 
federal agencies and a focus on biobased con-
tent requirements (explicitly including for-
est products). The amendment mandates 
(within one year of enactment) designation 
of intermediate ingredients or feedstocks 
and assembled and finished biobased prod-
ucts according to guidelines. (Section 
9002(a)(1)) Additionally, the amendment adds 
auditing and compliance activities to ensure 
proper use of biobased labeling. (Section 
9002(a)(2)) It adds an outreach, education, 
and promotion component (with annual re-
ports) to increase awareness of biobased 
products. (Section 9002(a)(4)) It also man-
dates a study (and report) by USDA to assess 
the economic impact of the biobased product 
industry, due 180 days after enactment. It en-
courages coordination, review and approval 
(with appropriate technical assistance) of 
forest-related biobased products. (Section 
9002(a)(5)) The amendment also authorizes 
mandatory funding of $3 million annually for 
FY2014–FY2018. Lastly, it authorizes to be 
appropriated $2 million annually for FY2014– 
FY2018. (Section 9002(a)(7)) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment removes the outreach, education 
and promotion component and provides that 
the economic impact study be completed 
within one year of enactment. (Section 9002) 

The Conference substitute reauthorizes the 
BioPreferred Program and the Federal Gov-
ernment Procurement Preference Program 
with modifications to include reporting of 
biobased purchases by the federal agencies, 
as well as providing for auditing and enforce-
ment of biobased purchasing activities. The 
Conference substitute also clarifies that all 
forest products are eligible for inclusion in 
the BioPreferred Program and the Federal 
Government Procurement Program if they 
meet biobased content requirements and the 
innovation standards for the program as out-

lined in Section 9002(a)(1)(B)(i)(III)(vi). Fi-
nally, the Conference substitute provides $3 
million in mandatory funding each fiscal 
year. 

The Managers are cognizant of concerns 
that the USDA Biobased Markets Program 
has excluded most forest products. This ex-
clusion, created in USDA rulemaking, has ef-
fectively made many forest products ineli-
gible for the program. Therefore, Sections 
9001(2) and 9002(a)(1)(B)(i)(III) are intended to 
clarify that all forest products, regardless of 
the market share the product holds, the age 
of the product, or whether the product’s mar-
ket is new or emerging, are eligible for the 
procurement and labeling program as long as 
the product meets biobased content require-
ments and the innovation standards for the 
program as outlined in Section 
9002(a)(1)(B)(i)(III). It is the Managers’ inten-
tion that all products in the program use in-
novative approaches in the growing, har-
vesting, sourcing, procuring, processing, 
manufacturing, or application of the 
biobased product. 

The Managers believe that most forest 
products, including products with recovered 
fiber content, apply innovative approaches in 
the growing, harvesting, sourcing, procuring, 
and manufacturing of the product. Innova-
tive approaches for forest products include, 
but are not limited to, sourcing fiber from 
non-controversial, responsible or certified 
sources identified in the ASTM 7612–10 stand-
ard; using an environmental product declara-
tion that meets the ISO 14025:2006 standard; 
improving wood, recovered fiber and virgin 
fiber processing technologies; or modifying 
manufacturing facilities to make them more 
energy efficient and enhance their ability to 
use renewable energy sources. The Managers 
also believe innovative approaches should 
capture any innovation in the application of 
the forest product. Such innovative ap-
proaches should include the use of raw for-
estry materials, processed forestry mate-
rials, as well as recovered fiber. The Man-
agers direct USDA to work through the 
USDA Forest Products Laboratory to pro-
vide technical assistance as necessary to for-
est product applicants to ensure that forest 
products are included in the program. 

Finally, the Managers recognize the tre-
mendous opportunity that exists for 
Biobased products to be used in food pack-
aging and the food service industry. Prod-
ucts made from wheat straw can play an im-
portant role in this effort, and the Managers 
expect USDA to continue to work with com-
panies bringing these types of products to 
market under the BioPreferred label. 
(3) Biorefinery Assistance 

The House bill eliminates grant funding to 
ensure that program funds are spent more ef-
ficiently through loan guarantees. (Section 
9003(a)) Additionally, no mandatory funding 
is authorized. The bill authorizes to be ap-
propriated $75 million annually for FY2014– 
FY2018. (Section 9003(b)) 

The Senate amendment renames the pro-
gram as the Biorefinery, Renewable Chem-
ical, and Biobased Product Manufacturing 
Assistance Program. It extends and expands 
the program to include renewable chemical 
and biobased product manufacturing (defined 
as development, construction, and retro-
fitting of technologically new commercial- 
scale processing and manufacturing equip-
ment and required facilities used to convert 
renewable chemicals and other biobased out-
puts into commercial-scale end products). It 
extends grant and loan guarantee avail-
ability to the development and construction 
of renewable chemical and biobased product 
manufacturing facilities. (Section 9003(a)) 
The amendment authorizes mandatory fund-
ing of $100 million for FY2014 and $58 million 

each for FY2015–FY2016, but not more than 
$25 million of FY2014–FY2015 may be used to 
promote biobased product manufacturing. It 
authorizes to be appropriated $150 million 
annually for FY2014–FY2018. (Section 9003(b)) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment eliminates grant funding, di-
rects the Secretary to ensure that there is 
diversity in the types of projects approved, 
and caps the amount of funds used for loan 
guarantees to promote biobased product 
manufacturing at 15% of the total available 
mandatory funds. Mandatory funding of 
$100,000,000 is provided for FY2014, $50,000,000 
for each of FY2015 and FY2016 and an author-
ization of $75,000,000 is provided for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. (Section 9003) 
(4) Repowering Assistance Program 

The House bill extends current law 
through FY2018. Additionally, no mandatory 
funding is authorized. It authorizes to be ap-
propriated $10 million annually for FY2014– 
FY2018. (Section 9004) 

The Senate amendment has no comparable 
provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment provides mandatory funding of 
$12,000,000 in fiscal year 2014, available until 
expended. (Section 9004) 
(5) Bioenergy Program for Advanced Biofuels 

The House bill extends the program 
through FY2018. Additionally, no mandatory 
funding is authorized. The bill authorizes to 
be appropriated $50 million annually for 
FY2014–FY2018. (Section 9005) 

The Senate amendment extends the pro-
gram through FY2018. Additionally, no man-
datory funding is authorized. It authorizes to 
be appropriated $20 million annually for 
FY2014–FY2018. (Section 9004) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment provides mandatory funding of 
$15,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. (Section 9005) 
(6) Biodiesel Fuel Education Program 

The House bill extends the Biodiesel Fuel 
Education Program through FY2018. Addi-
tionally, no mandatory funding is author-
ized. The bill authorizes to be appropriated 
$2 million annually for FY2014–FY2018. 

The Senate amendment extends the Bio-
diesel Fuel Education Program through 
FY2018. The amendment authorizes manda-
tory funding of $1 million annually for 
FY2014–FY2018. It authorizes to be appro-
priated $1 million annually for FY2014– 
FY2018. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 9006) 
(7) Rural Energy for America Program 

The House bill creates a three-tiered appli-
cation process for loan guarantees and 
grants. (Section 9007(a)) Additionally, no 
mandatory funding is authorized. The bill 
authorizes to be appropriated $45 million an-
nually for FY 2014–FY2018. (Section 9007(b)) 

The Senate amendment creates a three- 
tiered application process with language 
similar to the House provision. The amend-
ment adds a council (as defined in section 
1528 of the Agriculture and Food Act of 1981) 
as an eligible entity, and adds ‘‘such as for 
agricultural and associated residential pur-
poses’’ to clarify the type of renewable en-
ergy systems that may be purchased. It re-
peals the use of REAP funds for feasibility 
studies and limits grants to the lesser of 
$500,000 or 25% of the cost of the RES or EEI 
activity. (Section 9006(a)) The amendment 
authorizes mandatory funding of $68.2 mil-
lion annually for FY2014–FY2018. It author-
izes to be appropriated $20 million annually 
for FY2014–FY2018. (Section 9006(b)) 
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The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-

ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment strikes the provision clarifying 
the type of renewable energy systems that 
may be purchased and strikes the $500,000 
cap on grants for renewable energy systems 
and energy efficiency improvements. Manda-
tory funding of $50,000,000 is provided for fis-
cal year 2014 and each fiscal year thereafter. 
(Section 9007) 

The Managers encourage the Department 
to continue to support renewable and energy 
efficiency projects to help farmers and rural 
small businesses cut costs. The Managers 
also encourage the Department to consider 
and fund a diverse range of projects. 

The Managers clarify that the intent of the 
program has been to promote energy effi-
ciency and the production of renewable en-
ergy, rather than energy delivery. Therefore, 
renewable fuel blender pumps or other mech-
anisms to dispense fuel are not a use of the 
program consistent with this purpose. 
(8) Biomass Research and Development 

The House bill extends BRDI through 
FY2018. Additionally, no mandatory funding 
is authorized. The bill authorizes to be ap-
propriated $20 million annually for FY2014– 
FY2018. (Section 9008) 

The Senate amendment extends BRDI 
through FY2018. The amendment authorizes 
mandatory funding of $26 million annually 
for FY2014–FY2018. It authorizes to be appro-
priated $30 million annually for FY2014– 
FY2018. (Section 9007) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment provides mandatory funding of 
$3,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 through 
2017 and discretionary funding of $20,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
(Section 9008) 

The purpose of the Biomass Research and 
Development Initiative (BRDI) is to promote 
research and development regarding the pro-
duction of biofuels and biobased products. 
The Managers encourage the Department to 
support research, development and dem-
onstration efforts focused on reducing the 
costs of producing sugars from cellulosic bio-
mass. The Managers also encourage the De-
partment to prioritize and focus investment 
in projects that use pre-commercialization 
processes and methods to advance product 
development. 

The Managers are aware of a number of ad-
vanced manufacturing facilities around the 
country that can play an active part in the 
development phase of biofuels and biobased 
products and urge the Secretary to encour-
age their involvement in BRDI projects. 
(9) Biomass Crop Assistance Program 

The House bill eliminates collection, har-
vest, storage, and transportation payments. 
The bill adds ‘‘existing project areas that 
have received funding’’ to the factors the 
Secretary shall consider when selecting 
project areas. Additionally, no mandatory 
funding is authorized. The bill authorizes to 
be appropriated $75 million annually for 
FY2014–FY2018. (Section 9010) 

The Senate amendment rewrites Sec. 9011 
of Farm Security and Rural Investment Act 
of 2002 including the following revisions: 
changes enrolled land eligibility; includes 
residue from crops receiving Title I pay-
ments as eligible material, but extends ex-
clusion to any whole grain from a Title I 
crop, as well as bagasse and algae. One-time 
establishment payments are limited to no 
more than 50% of cost of establishment, not 
to exceed $500 per acre ($750/acre for socially 
disadvantaged farmers or ranchers). CHST 
matching payments may not exceed $20 per 
dry ton but are available for a four year pe-
riod. Not later than four years after enact-
ment, USDA shall submit a report on best 

practice data and information gathered from 
participants. It authorizes mandatory fund-
ing of $38.6 million annually for FY2014– 
FY2018. Not less than 10% or more than 50% 
of funding may be used for CHST. (Section 
9011) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment provides that CHST payments 
are available for a period of two years and 
provides that funding under the subsection 
shall be available for technical assistance. 
The amendment provides mandatory funding 
of $25,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2014 
through 2018. (Section 9010) 

(10) Forest Biomass for Energy 

The Senate amendment repeals the pro-
gram. (Section 9010) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 9011) 

(11) Community Wood Energy Program 

The House bill extends the Community 
Wood Energy Program through FY2018. The 
bill authorizes to be appropriated $2 million 
annually for FY2014–FY2018. (Section 9011) 

The Senate amendment defines ‘‘Biomass 
Consumer Cooperative’’. The amendment au-
thorizes grants of up to $50,000 to be made to 
establish or expand biomass consumer co-
operatives that will provide consumers with 
services or discounts relating to the pur-
chase of biomass heating systems or prod-
ucts (including their delivery and storage). 
Any biomass consumer cooperative that re-
ceives a grant must match at least the 
equivalent of 50% of the funds toward the es-
tablishment or expansion of a biomass con-
sumer cooperative. (Section 9011(a)–(c)) It 
authorizes to be appropriated $5 million an-
nually for FY2014–FY2018. (Section 9011(d)) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 9012) 

(12) Biofuels Infrastructure Study 

The House bill repeals the study. (Section 
9012) 

The Senate amendment has no comparable 
provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 9013) 

(13) Renewable Fertilizer Study 

The House bill repeals the study. (Section 
9013) 

The Senate amendment repeals the study. 
(Section 9012) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 9014) 

(14) Energy Efficiency Report for USDA Facili-
ties 

The House bill requires USDA to submit a 
report to the House and Senate Agriculture 
Committees on energy use and energy effi-
ciency projects at USDA facilities within 180 
days. 

The Senate amendment has no comparable 
provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision (Section 9015) 

TITLE X—HORTICULTURE 

(1) Farmers’ Market and Local Food Promotion 
Program 

The House bill amends section 6 of the 
Farmer-to-Consumer Direct Marketing Act 
of 1976 to authorize local food promotion and 
assist in the development of local food busi-
ness enterprises. Program purposes are 
amended to include the increase of domestic 
consumption and consumer access to locally 
and regionally produced agricultural prod-
ucts. The purposes are further amended to 
include local and regional food business en-
terprises that process, distribute, aggregate, 
and store locally or regionally produced food 

products. Eligible entities receiving a grant 
from this program must provide a 25 percent 
match and may not use the grant towards a 
building or structure. The section authorizes 
$30,000,000 of Commodity Credit Corporation 
funds for fiscal years 2014 through 2018 and 
$10,000,000 in appropriated funds for fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018. It requires 50 percent 
of the funds made available to carry out the 
program in a fiscal year be used towards do-
mestic farmers’ markets, roadside stands, 
community-supported agriculture programs, 
agritourism activities and other direct pro-
ducer-to-consumer market opportunities and 
the other 50 percent to be used towards local 
and regional food business enterprises. The 
section further limits administrative ex-
penses to not more than 3 percent. (Section 
10003) 

The Senate amendment amends section 6 
of the Farmer-to-Consumer Direct mar-
keting Act of 1976 is amended to authorize 
local food promotion and local food capacity 
development. The program purposes are 
amended to include the increase of domestic 
consumption and consumer access to locally 
and regionally produced agricultural prod-
ucts. This purpose is authorized to be accom-
plished by developing, improving, expanding 
and providing outreach, training and tech-
nical assistance. Program purposes are fur-
ther amended to include local and regional 
food enterprises that are not direct producer- 
to-consumer markets but process, distribute, 
aggregate, store and market locally or re-
gionally produced food products. The section 
authorizes $20,000,000 of Commodity Credit 
Corporation funds for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018 and $20,000,000 of appropriated 
funds for fiscal years 2014 through 2018. It 
limits administrative expenses to not more 
than 10 percent. The section further author-
izes priorities for grant applications that 
benefit underserved communities, develop 
market opportunities for small and mid- 
sized farm and ranch operations and include 
a strategic plan to maximize the use of fund 
to build capacity for local and regional food 
systems in a community. (Section 10003) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with amendment. The 
amendment includes the Senate language on 
the purposes of the program as well as food 
enterprises that are not direct-to-consumer 
markets. The amendment sets the limitation 
of administrative expenses at 4 percent. It 
further includes the Senate language on giv-
ing priority to applications that include 
projects that benefit underserved commu-
nities. (Section 10003) 

The Managers do not intend for this lan-
guage to restrict resources for other key 
uses such as cold storage or equipment in-
cluding mobile processing units or shelf sta-
ble packing activities. 
(2) Organic Agriculture 

The House bill reauthorizes the organic 
production and market data initiative au-
thorization of appropriations for fiscal years 
2014 through 2018, amends the Organic Foods 
Production Act to authorize the Secretary to 
modernize database and technology systems 
of the National Organic Program (NOP) and 
authorizes appropriations of $11,000,000 for 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018 for the same. 
The House bill also repeals the National Or-
ganic Certification Cost-Share Program. In 
addition, section 501 of the Federal Agri-
culture Improvement and Reform Act of 1996 
is amended to exempt certified organic prod-
ucts from promotion order assessments re-
gardless of whether a person also handles 
conventional products and authorize an or-
ganic commodity promotion order and sec-
tion 513(1) of the Commodity Promotion, Re-
search, and Information Act of 1996 is 
amended to add organic products as a class 
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to the definition of ‘‘agricultural com-
modity’’. (Section 10004) 

The Senate amendment reauthorizes the 
organic production and market data initia-
tive authorization of appropriations for fis-
cal years 2014 through 2018, and authorizes 
$5,000,000 in mandatory monies to remain 
available until expended and an annual re-
port to Congress regarding implementation 
of the program and additional data needs as 
well as a description of how data collection 
agencies are coordinating with data user 
agencies to ensure data collected can be used 
by data users, including RMA to offer price 
elections for all organic crops. The amend-
ment also authorizes the Secretary to mod-
ernize database and technology systems of 
the NOP, provides an authorization of appro-
priations of $15,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 
through 2018 as well as $5,000,000 in manda-
tory monies towards modernization. Section 
11034(b)(1)(A) of Senate Amendment requires 
50 percent of the funds to go to organic cer-
tification. In addition, section 501 of the Fed-
eral Agriculture Improvement and Reform 
Act of 1996 is amended to exempt certified 
organic products from promotion order as-
sessments regardless of whether a person 
also handles conventional products and au-
thorize an organic commodity promotion 
order and section 513(1) of the Commodity 
Promotion, Research, and Information Act 
of 1996 is amended to add organic products as 
a class to the definition of ‘‘agricultural 
commodity’’. (Section 10005) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes an Organic Produc-
tion and Market Data Initiative annual re-
port to Congress, including a description how 
data collection and user agencies are coordi-
nating to ensure data can be utilized, and re-
authorizes $5,000,000 of Commodity Credit 
Corporation funds for this initiative and the 
authorization of appropriations through fis-
cal year 2018. The amendment authorizes an-
nual appropriations of $15,000,000 for fiscal 
years 2014 through 2018 for the National Or-
ganic Program and $5,000,000 of Commodity 
Credit Corporation funds for modernization 
and technology upgrades. The National Or-
ganic Certification Cost Share Program is 
reauthorized with $11,500,000 of Commodity 
Credit Corporation funds for each fiscal year 
2014 through 2018, to remain available until 
expended. The amendment also authorizes an 
exemption of certified organic products from 
promotion order assessments and an organic 
commodity promotion order. (Section 10004) 

In the Conference substitute, research and 
promotion programs or ‘‘checkoffs’’ occupy a 
unique place within the broad range of pro-
grams overseen by USDA’s Agricultural Mar-
keting Service (AMS). One distinctive at-
tribute of these programs is their structure, 
under which the message of the promotional 
campaign undertaken is effectively con-
trolled by the Federal Government itself. 
Johanns v. Livestock Marketing Ass’n, 544 
U.S. 550 (2005). 

The organic checkoff program as agreed to 
by the Managers would differ from existing 
checkoffs, which are specific to a particular 
commodity. For the first time, a checkoff 
program is not solely commodity-specific, 
but could be established on the basis of a 
specific set of production and processing 
practices. 

The Commodity Promotion, Research and 
Information Act of 1996, under which this 
provision is established, prohibits any adver-
tising that may be disparaging to another 
commodity. As with any time a new checkoff 
is formed, a new potential for disparagement 
of all types of products arises. As with all 
checkoff programs, the Managers remain 
concerned about the potential for disparage-
ment of other commodities, production and 

processing methods for the same commodity, 
competitors, processes, and products under 
this new authority. 

Should an organic checkoff program be de-
veloped and approved, the Managers strongly 
encourage USDA AMS to review and revise, 
as appropriate, the November 4, 2010, ‘‘Guide-
lines for AMS Oversight of Commodity Re-
search and Promotion Programs’’ to ensure 
these guidelines address potential disparage-
ment in both commodity and process based 
checkoff programs. 
(3) Organic Enforcement 

The House bill authorizes recordkeeping 
requirements and investigative powers to the 
Secretary as well as suspension and revoca-
tion of an organic certification of a producer, 
handler or the accreditation of a certifying 
agent. (Section 10005) 

The Senate amendment authorizes record-
keeping requirements and investigative pow-
ers to the Secretary as well as the stop sale 
of an agricultural product and revocation of 
an organic certification of a producer, han-
dler or the accreditation of a certifying 
agent. (Section 10005) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes investigative powers 
to the Secretary and recordkeeping require-
ments for persons who sell, label or represent 
agricultural products as produced or handled 
using organic methods. Refusal to provide 
accurate information is made unlawful and a 
violation of the Organic Foods Production 
Act. Information shall be made public in a 
manner that ensures confidentiality. (Sec-
tion 10005) 
(4) Food Safety Education Initiatives 

The House bill amends Section 10105 of the 
Food, Conservation and Energy Act of 2008 to 
authorize the education of farm workers and 
education regarding additional food safety 
practices and contamination. It reauthorizes 
appropriations for fiscal years through 2018. 
(Section 10006) 

The Senate amendment reauthorizes ap-
propriations for fiscal years through 2018. 
(Section 10006) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section10006) 
(5) Specialty Crop Block Grants 

The House bill reauthorizes section 101 of 
the Specialty Crops Competitiveness Act of 
2004 through fiscal year 2018. The section 
provides that the amount of grants to the 
States be based on value production and 
acreage. It further amends eligibility re-
quirements to include an application that 
contains an assurance that any grant funds 
for equipment or capital-related research 
costs will be supplemented by State funds at 
not less than 50 percent during the fiscal 
year and completely replaced by State funds 
after the fiscal year is over. The House sec-
tion requires the Secretary to issue guidance 
for the purpose of making grants for projects 
involving food safety, plant pests and dis-
ease, research and crop-specific projects. It 
makes certain administrative requirements 
including an authorization of multistate 
projects. Of the funds of the Commodity 
Credit Corporation, $72,500,000 for fiscal 
years 2014 through 2017 and $85,000,000 for fis-
cal year 2018 is authorized. (Section 10007) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House language. However, it requires the 
Secretary to issue guidance for the purpose 
of making grants for projects involving food 
safety, plant pests and disease and crop-spe-
cific projects. Of the funds of the Commodity 
Credit Corporation, $70,000,000 for fiscal year 
2014 and each fiscal year thereafter is au-
thorized. (Section 10008) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with amendment. The 

amendment eliminates the House language 
on the State supplement for equipment or 
capital-related research costs. The amend-
ment further established the mandatory 
funding level for fiscal year 2018 and each of 
the fiscal years thereafter. (Section 10010) 

The Managers recognize the difficulty in 
coordinating and funding multi-state 
projects within the block grant program, and 
the Managers expect the USDA to issue guid-
ance and work with states in making grants 
available for such projects. These multi- 
state projects may include food safety, re-
search, plant pest and disease, and crop spe-
cific projects. These projects have the ability 
to link growers across state lines and pro-
mote much needed collaborative research. 
The Managers also encourage the Depart-
ment to work with states to allow for fund-
ing for priority research objectives that are 
supported by the states and that comply 
with the purposes of the Specialty Crops 
Competitiveness Act. 

The Managers believe that many specialty 
crop growers benefit from the programs dedi-
cated to the production and marketing of 
specialty crops and products derived from 
them. Throughout this legislation, the Man-
agers have sought to bolster support for the 
specialty crop sector, but recognize that 
some specialty crop products continue to 
have production and marketing concerns 
outside of the policies specifically addressed 
in this legislation. One such specialty crop 
product is olive oil. In addition to the chal-
lenges associated with the production of an 
agriculture commodity, olive growers and 
olive oil processors face additional concerns 
related to trade and product standards of 
identity. With reference to international 
trade, tariff disparities pose a significant 
barrier to our export potential. 

Regarding standards, the International 
Olive Council, an intergovernmental organi-
zation under the auspices of the United Na-
tions, has traditionally set standards for 
olive oil throughout the world. USDA stand-
ards for olive oil closely match those of the 
IOC, even though the United States is not an 
IOC member. 

However, testing standards continue to be 
an area of dispute due to differences in natu-
rally occurring compounds, rapid chemical 
decomposition in olive oil, challenges related 
to sensory testing, and disagreement over 
what constitutes adulteration. Because of 
the difficulty in establishing an enforceable 
national standard of identity, there is poten-
tial for consumer confusion in cases where 
blending of oils and lesser quality oils into 
extra virgin olive oil is alleged to have oc-
curred. In fact, Connecticut, New York, and 
Oregon have recently enacted olive oil grade 
standards to address consumer concerns. 

A recent U.S. International Trade Commis-
sion report, ‘‘Olive Oil: Conditions of Com-
petition between U.S. and Major Foreign 
Supplier Industries (Investigation No. 332– 
537),’’ issued September 12, 2013, at the be-
hest of the U.S. House of Representatives 
Committee on Ways and Means documents 
some of these concerns. 

The Commission’s staff interviewed U.S. 
olive oil importers, European olive oil pro-
ducers and exporters, U.S. olive growers and 
processors, government officials and others 
involved in the world olive oil industry. In 
the U.S. the total value of domestic and im-
ported olive oil exceeds $1 billion and at the 
retail level the value is in excess of $5 bil-
lion. The report provided evidence of dif-
ferent olive oil standards in the U.S. and in 
foreign markets, which adds to the confu-
sion. 

Highlights from the report point indicate 
that: 
Current international standards for extra 
virgin olive oil allow a wide range of oil 
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qualities to be marketed as extra virgin. In 
addition, the standards are widely unen-
forced. Mandatory testing with penalties for 
noncompliance exists only in Canada and the 
European Union. However, testing in the EU 
is only mandatory for a very small share of 
production (0.1 percent). Broad and unforced 
standards lead to adulterated and mislabeled 
products, weakening the competitiveness of 
high-quality producers, such as those in the 
United States, who try to differentiate their 
product based on quality. 

Olive oil consumption has risen due to a 
recent focus on the benefits of a healthy 
diet, and as a result, the olive oil industry 
has great potential for our nation’s farmers. 
However, barriers remain for domestic pro-
duction. Many consumers also make pur-
chasing decisions based on price. The Man-
agers acknowledge that additional testing 
procedures could have an effect on olive oil 
importers and consumers. 

The Managers urge the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, U.S. Trade Representative and 
the U.S. Food and Drug Administration to 
study the U.S. International Trade Commis-
sion report and take action to remove the 
obstacles that are preventing the U.S. olive 
oil industry from reaching its potential. The 
Managers encourage USDA to collaborate 
with industry officials to determine if a mar-
keting order for olive oil would effectively 
address concerns, benefit the U.S. consumer, 
and protect domestic growers and importers. 

The Managers expect the Secretary to en-
force the regulations contained in 7 CFR 
Part 46.44, Good Delivery Standards for Let-
tuce. The Managers are particularly con-
cerned about contracts and invoices that use 
disclaimers to exempt product from the con-
dition standards for damages due to bruising 
and discoloration following bruising. The 
Managers expect the Secretary to inves-
tigate any contracts or invoices that violate 
standards and leave perishable product re-
ceivers no recourse for damages beyond the 
Good Delivery Standards for Lettuce. 

Another important issue to the specialty 
crop industry is the challenges surrounding a 
federal standard of identity for honey. 

The conference substitute requires the Sec-
retary to consult with honey industry stake-
holders, including the American Honey Pro-
ducers Association, the American Bee-
keeping Federation, the National Honey 
Packers and Dealers Association, the Sioux 
Honey Association, and the Western States 
Honey Packers and Dealers Association, on a 
report describing the contents of a new fed-
eral standard of identity for honey. The 
honey industry is currently faced with a 
number of major challenges, including the 
dilution of honey with increased quantities 
of other substances as well as the addition or 
substitution of substances in order to mask 
dilution. The subsection requires that this 
report be submitted to the Commissioner of 
the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) 
within 180 days of enactment. 

A citizens’ petition was filed with the FDA 
in March 2006, which represents the honey 
industry’s previous effort to develop a fed-
eral honey standard of identity. Since 2006, a 
number of states have enacted differing 
honey standards raising concerns about in-
consistencies, the flow of commerce within 
the honey industry, confusion in the market 
place and unanticipated legal challenges. 
The honey industry is now undertaking ef-
forts to develop a consensus federal standard 
of identity for consideration in the Sec-
retary’s report to the FDA. 
(6) Department of Agriculture Consultation Re-

garding Enforcement of Certain Labor Law 
Provisions 

The House bill Requires the Secretary of 
Agriculture to consult with the Secretary of 

Labor regarding the restraining of shipments 
of agriculture commodities or the confisca-
tion of such commodities by the Department 
of Labor for actual or suspected labor law 
violations to consider the perishable nature 
of such commodities, impact on economic vi-
ability of farming operations and the com-
petitiveness of specialty crops through the 
Specialty Crop Block Grant Program. (Sec-
tion 10008) 

The Senate amendment has no comparable 
provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment requires the consultation be-
tween the Secretaries of Agriculture and 
Labor regarding the restraining of shipments 
or confiscation of agriculture commodities 
by the DoL for labor law violations as well 
as a report to Congress describing the num-
ber of instances that the DoL has contacted 
a purchaser of perishable agricultural com-
modities to notify them of an investigation 
or pending enforcement action against a pro-
ducer from whom the purchaser bought such 
commodities. (Sec. 10011) 
(7) Bulk Shipment of Apples to Canada 

The House bill amends Section 4 of the Ex-
port Apple Act to allow apples shipped to 
Canada in bulk bins without complying with 
the Act. It requires the Secretary to issue 
regulations to carry out this provision. (Sec-
tion 10010) 

The Senate amendment provides that the 
Secretary of Agriculture has no authority to 
inspect apples in bulk bins prior to export in 
Canada. (Section 10011) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with amendment. The 
amendment clarifies that the section applies 
to apples shipped in any bulk container and 
is not limited to bulk bins. (Section 10009) 
(8) Consolidation of Plant Pest and Disease 

Management and Disaster Prevention Pro-
grams 

The House bill relocates legislative lan-
guage authorizing the National Clean Plant 
Network to the Plant Protection Act, au-
thorizes funds of the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration, $62,500,000 for fiscal years 2014 
through 2017 and $75,000,000 for fiscal year 
2018, including $5,000,000 of those funds for 
the Clean Plant Network, and provides tech-
nical assistance shall not be considered an 
allotment or fund transfer from the CCC for 
purposes of the limit on expenditures for 
technical assistance. (Section 10011) 

The Senate amendment provides relocates 
legislative language authorizing the Na-
tional Clean Plant Network, authorizes 
funds of the Commodity Credit Corporation, 
$60,000,000 for fiscal years 2014 through 2017 
and $65,000,000 for fiscal year 2018, and pro-
vides technical assistance shall not be con-
sidered an allotment or fund transfer from 
the CCC for purposes of the limit on expendi-
tures for technical assistance. (Section 10007) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment relocates the authorization of 
the National Clean Plant Network, author-
izes $62,500,000 for fiscal years 2014 through 
2017 and $75,000,000 for fiscal year 2018 and 
each fiscal year thereafter of Commodity 
Credit Corporation funds for Plant Pest and 
Disease Management and Disaster Preven-
tion, including $5,000,000 of such funds for the 
National Clean Plant Network, and limits in-
direct costs for cooperative agreements. The 
amendment also prohibits CCC funds used for 
technical assistance under this title to be 
considered an allotment or fund transfer 
from the CCC for the purpose of the limit on 
expenditures for technical assistance. (Sec-
tions 10007 and 10017) 

The Managers have combined this program 
with the Pest and Disease program and in-

creased baseline funding for both to ensure 
the continued availability of funding for the 
important work of the National Clean Plant 
Network. The Conference substitute sets a 
funding floor of $5 million per year to the 
National Clean Plant Networks but further 
encourages the Secretary to provide from 
within the overall allocation under this sec-
tion additional funds if deemed necessary. 
These funds may be provided to the Network 
without regard to the process for distrib-
uting funds to address the other provisions 
of Section 420 of the Plant Protection Act. 
The Managers recognize that Disease Man-
agement and Disaster Prevention Programs 
as previously authorized in the Food, Con-
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 includes 
imminent pressing and persistent threats 
from pests and disease, such as Citrus Green-
ing, to agriculture production. 

The Managers recognize the importance of 
the Federal government, specifically the 
USDA, developing and maintaining the high-
est technological capability of identifying 
plant pests and invasive species. Further, the 
Managers believe that the advanced techno-
logical capabilities acquired through devel-
opment of plant pest and disease detection 
technologies should facilitate the develop-
ment of a coordinated, interagency response 
plan for the federal government to effec-
tively mitigate plant pests and disease. The 
Managers encourage USDA to take the ap-
propriate steps to facilitate information and 
technology sharing with other appropriate 
agencies of the Federal government involved 
in managing invasive pests such as Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, U.S. Customs and Border Pro-
tection, U.S. Coast Guard and the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers. 
(9) Modification Cancellation, or Suspension on 

Basis of a Biological Opinion 
The House bill provides that except in the 

case of a voluntary request from a registrant 
under section 3 of the Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (7 U.S.C. 
136a), a registration may be modified, can-
celed or suspended on the basis of the imple-
mentation of a Biological Opinion issued by 
the NMFS or the USFWS prior to the com-
pletion of the National Academy of Sciences 
study commissioned by the Administrator of 
the EPA or Jan. 1, 2015, whichever is earlier, 
only if the action is taken pursuant to sec-
tion 6 of the Act and the Biological Opinion 
complies with the recommendations con-
tained in the study. The study shall include 
at minimum: (1) a formal, independent, and 
external peer review, consistent with OMB 
policies of each Biological Opinion, (2) an as-
sessment of economic impacts of measures 
or alternatives recommended in each Bio-
logical Opinion, (3) an examination of spe-
cific scientific and procedural questions and 
issues pertaining to economic feasibility 
contained in a June 23, 2011 letter sent to the 
Administrator and other Federal officials 
from Members of Congress. (Section 10012) 

The Senate amendment has no comparable 
provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes two reports to Con-
gress that describe approaches and actions 
taken by the EPA, the US Fish and Wildlife 
Service, and the National Marine Fisheries 
Service to implement recommendations of 
the report, ‘‘Assessing Risks to Endangered 
and Threatened Species from Pesticides’’, to 
ensure public participation and transparency 
during such implementation and to minimize 
delays in integrating applicable pesticide 
registration and registration review require-
ments and the species and habitat protection 
processes described in sections 7 and 10 of the 
Endangered Species Act (ESA). The final re-
port to Congress shall include an evaluation 
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to establish that approaches utilize the best 
available science, reasonable and prudent al-
ternatives (RPA) are technologically and 
economically feasible, reasonable and pru-
dent measures (RPM) are necessary and ap-
propriate and the agencies ensure public par-
ticipation and transparency in the develop-
ment of RPA’s and RPM’s. The amendment 
also authorizes an update of a study to iden-
tify reasonable and prudent measures to im-
plement the endangered species pesticides la-
beling program which would comply with the 
ESA and allow the continued production of 
food and fiber and the report to Congress re-
garding the results of the study. (Section 
10013) 

Overall Purpose of Provision 
This provision addresses the activities of 

the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
and the Fish and Wildlife Service and Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service (collec-
tively, the Services) in addressing the inte-
gration of the consultation requirements of 
the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and the 
pesticides registration requirements of the 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and 
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA). 

A longstanding and well-documented in-
ability to resolve fundamental scientific 
issues central to the integration of these 
statutory requirements led the EPA Admin-
istrator and the Secretaries of the United 
States Department of Agriculture (USDA), 
Department of Interior and Department of 
Commerce to ask the National Research 
Council (NRC) of the National Academy of 
Sciences (NAS) to provide guidance on cer-
tain scientific issues. 

The final report from the NRC, Assessing 
Risks to Endangered and Threatened Species 
from Pesticides, was completed on April 30, 
2013 (NAS Report). For the following five 
months EPA, the Services, and USDA 
worked together and produced an ‘‘interim’’ 
implementation plan (the ‘‘Interim Plan’’) 
that was shared with stakeholders in mid- 
November of 2013. However, the Managers be-
lieve that further work needs to be done to 
adequately address the concerns regarding 
the ‘‘Interim Plan.’’ 

It is the Managers intent through routine 
oversight to keep all involved government 
entities focused on promptly building the 
‘‘Interim Plan’’ into a final set of processes 
and procedures that will maximize the effi-
cient use of limited governmental resources, 
minimize delays in registration actions 
under Sections 3 and 33 of FIFRA, make it 
possible for EPA to comply with the FIFRA 
requirement that all registrations be re-
viewed every fifteen years, and ensure mean-
ingful public participation. Additionally, the 
Managers through this provision reempha-
size Congress’s intention that all reasonable 
and prudent alternatives to address ESA 
concerns are economically and techno-
logically feasible. 

Intent of Specific Subsections 
Subsection (a) requires that two reports be 

provided to the Committees on Agriculture 
and Natural Resources of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committees on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry and Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate 
jointly by the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency and the Secre-
taries of Commerce, Agriculture and the In-
terior, the first to be delivered 180 days after 
enactment of the legislation, and the second 
six months later. Both reports are to de-
scribe the actions taken and approaches un-
derway to implement the NAS Report’s rec-
ommendations and otherwise minimize 
delays in integrating FIFRA’s pesticide reg-
istration and registration review require-
ments and the ESA’s species and habitat pro-
tection processes. The Managers expect that 

each report should include an explanation of 
how any remaining delays in this integration 
are expected to be overcome, and a schedule 
for doing so. 

The provision references both Section 3 
and 33 of FIFRA because both require timely 
EPA registration and registration review ac-
tions, including specific deadlines for action. 
It is the view of the Managers that the need 
for ESA compliance does not override these 
deadlines. It is important that the integra-
tion processes and procedures developed by 
EPA and the Services assure EPA can meet 
its statutory deadlines. Similarly, the Serv-
ices should be exploring how habitat con-
servation plans as part of an Incidental Take 
Permit under Section 10 could be employed 
to simplify the consultation process under 
Section 7 when processing a permit applica-
tion. 

The provision underlines the importance of 
meaningful public participation and trans-
parency. In addition to describing ap-
proaches and actions to ensure public par-
ticipation and transparency, the Managers 
specifically expect the report to address ex-
perience with the process described in EPA’s 
March 2013 paper, Enhancing Stakeholder 
Input in the Pesticide Registration Review 
and ESA Consultation Processes and Devel-
opment of Economically and Technologically 
Feasible Reasonable and Prudent Alter-
natives and any modifications of that proc-
ess that have been adopted or are antici-
pated. 

The conference report requires that the 
second report to Congress address, in addi-
tion to an update of the matters discussed in 
the first report, a number of other matters. 
First, in identifying specific actions yet to 
be undertaken, the report should provide a 
schedule for the initiation and completion of 
each, which should be realistic and allow for 
public participation. 

Second, the processes adopted both before 
and after completion of the two reports 
should recognize EPA’s obligations to meet 
the requirements for timely action set forth 
in FIFRA Sections 3 and 33 and the resources 
available to the Services to address pes-
ticide-related consultations. 

Third, the report should comprehensively 
explain why the approaches and actions that 
have been or will be taken to address 
Congress’s concerns in enacting this provi-
sion utilize the best available science, assure 
that reasonable and prudent alternatives 
presented in biological opinions are techno-
logically and economically feasible and that 
reasonable and prudent measures are nec-
essary and appropriate. Among other mat-
ters, this explanation should explain how the 
substantive and procedural concerns that re-
sulted in the vacating of certain portions of 
the regulation appearing in Subpart D of 
Part 402 of the Code of Federal Regulations 
in Washington Toxics Coalition v. USEPA, 
457 F.Supp. 2d 1158 (W.D. Wash. 2006), have 
been overcome; how the January 4, 2004 let-
ter from the Director of the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service and Assistant Administrator 
of the National Marine Fisheries Service to 
the Principal Deputy Assistant Adminis-
trator of the Office of Prevention, Pesticides 
and Toxic Substances of the Environmental 
Protection Agency has been updated and re-
vised; and how the Alternative Consultation 
Agreement entered into in August, 2004 by 
the Acting Assistant Administrator of the 
Office of Prevention, Pesticides and Toxic 
Substances of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, the Director of the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, and the Assistant Adminis-
trator for Fisheries, National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration has been re-
vised or whether it is scheduled to be re-
vised. 

Fourth, the report should include an up-
date of the study and report on how ESA im-

plementation is being undertaken while 
minimizing the impacts on persons engaged 
in the production of agricultural food and 
fiber commodities and other affected pes-
ticide users and applicators. 
(10) Use and Discharge of Authorized Pesticides 

The House bill amends section 3(f) of the 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act prohibiting the Adminis-
trator or a State from requiring a permit 
under the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act for pesticide applications authorized 
under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and 
Rodenticide Act, except in certain instances 
and amends section 402 of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act prohibiting the Ad-
ministrator or a State from requiring a per-
mit under section 402 for the application into 
navigable waters of a pesticide applications 
authorized under the Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act. Subsection 
(s)(2) provides exceptions for certain in-
stances. (Section 10013) 

The Senate amendment has no comparable 
provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(11) Seed not Pesticide or Device for Purposes of 

Importation 

The House bill amends the Federal Insecti-
cide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act to 
eliminate the requirement to notify the Ad-
ministrator for seeds, including treated 
seeds, of the arrival of pesticides and devices. 
(Section 10014) 

The Senate amendment has no comparable 
provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment prohibits the requirement of no-
tification to the Administrator of the EPA of 
the arrival of a plant-incorporated protect-
ant (PIP) contained in a seed. The Secretary, 
if requested, shall provide to the Adminis-
trator a list of seeds containing PIPs. The 
amendment does not limit the Secretary’s 
other authorities regarding the movement of 
seeds. (Section 10008) 
(12) Stay on Regulations Related to Christmas 

Tree Promotion, Research and Information 
Order 

The House bill requires the Secretary, 
within 60 days of the enactment of this Act, 
to lift the administrative stay imposed by 
the rule establishing an industry-funded pro-
motion, research and information program 
for fresh cut Christmas trees. (Section 10015) 

The Senate amendment has no comparable 
provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 10014) 
(13) Study on Proposed Order Pertaining to Sul-

furyl Flouride 

The House bill authorizes a report to Con-
gress regarding the potential economic and 
public health effects that would result from 
finalization of the proposed order pertaining 
to sulfuryl fluoride. (Section 10016) 

The Senate amendment has no comparable 
provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment directs the Administrator of the 
EPA to exclude nonpesticidal sources of fluo-
ride from aggregate exposure assessments re-
quired under section 408 of the FFDCA when 
assessing tolerances associated with residues 
from the pesticide. (Section 10015) 
(14) Study on Local and Regional Food Produc-

tion and Program Evaluation 

The House bill requires the Secretary to 
collect data on the production and mar-
keting of locally or regionally produced agri-
cultural food products, facilitate data shar-
ing, and monitor programs designed to aid 
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local and regional food systems. The bill fur-
ther provides a sunset date of September 30, 
2018 for the annual report. (Section 10017) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House bill but does not include the sunset 
date. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment adds further requirements for 
the Secretary to collect data on regulatory 
compliance costs, monitor regulatory bar-
riers, and evaluate local food systems. (Sec. 
10016) 

(15) Annual Report 

The House bill authorizes a report and an-
nual update to Congress regarding invasive 
species including a list of each invasive spe-
cies that is in the U.S. as of the date of the 
report and information regarding each 
invasive species listed, including the means 
in which the species entered the U.S., cost 
estimates of the species to the public and 
private sectors and a description of any legal 
recourse available to people affected by the 
species. (Section 10018) 

The Senate amendment has no comparable 
provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 

(16) Effective Date 

The Senate amendment provides an effec-
tive date of this title as October 1, 2013. (Sec-
tion 10013) 

The House bill has no comparable provi-
sion. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 

TITLE XI—CROP INSURANCE 

(1) Information sharing 

The House bill, in section 11001(a), requires 
the Farm Service Agency (FSA), when au-
thorized by the producer, to provide in a 
timely manner information to an agent or an 
approved insurance provider (AIP) that may 
assist the agent or AIP in insuring the pro-
ducer, providing for privacy protection and 
limited sharing. Section 11001(b) requires dis-
closure (by name) of the amount of crop in-
surance assistance received by Members of 
Congress, Cabinet Secretaries, and members 
of their immediate families. (Section 11001) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment deleting 
the disclosure requirements under section 
11001(b). (Section 11001) 

The Managers intend that the information 
sharing required under this section be effec-
tive upon enactment of the Farm Bill. The 
Managers view the requirement of this sec-
tion as an important measure to ensure the 
timely correction and prevention of errors. 
The Managers intend that the Farm Service 
Agency provide agents or AIPs with informa-
tion in a timely fashion to fully effectuate 
the intent of this section. 

(2) Publication of information on violations of 
prohibition on premium adjustments 

The House bill requires the Federal Crop 
Insurance Corporation (the Corporation) to 
publish information regarding each violation 
of the prohibition on rebates or premium ad-
justments, including any sanctions imposed, 
in sufficient detail so that the information 
may serve as effective guidance to AIPs, 
agents, and producers. (Section 11002) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 11002) 

The Managers stress the importance of 
timely enforcement and publication of viola-
tions, especially in the heavy sales period 
prior to the sales closing date. The Managers 

also intend for the Risk Management Agency 
to investigate reports of violations made to 
the Risk Management Agency by agents or 
AIPs in the field. The Managers observe that 
the prohibition on rebating under the Fed-
eral Crop Insurance Act (FCIA) has not been 
construed to limit customary client rela-
tions, including but not limited to providing 
risk management education, maps, or help 
explaining coverage to lenders; promotional 
materials such as pens, caps, notepads; or en-
gagement of clients in a social or civic set-
ting. The Managers view these services and 
activities as ordinary business expenses com-
mon to the industry. 
(3) Supplemental coverage option 

The House bill, in section 11003(a), amends 
section 508(c)(3) of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act to establish the Supplemental Cov-
erage Option (SCO). Section 508(c)(3)(A) and 
(B) (as amended by section 11003(a) of the 
House bill) offers producer the option of pur-
chasing additional coverage based on: (1) an 
individual yield and loss basis; (2) an area 
yield and loss basis; or (3) an individual yield 
and loss basis supplemented with coverage 
based on an area yield and loss basis to cover 
part of the deductible under the individual 
yield and loss policy. Section 508(c)(3)(C) (as 
amended by section 11003(a) of the House 
bill) establishes coverage on a margin basis 
alone or in combination with coverage on an 
individual yield and loss basis or on an area 
yield and loss basis, or an individual yield 
and loss basis supplemented with coverage 
based on an area yield and loss basis. Sub-
section (b) amends section 508(c)(4) of the 
Federal Crop Insurance Act to establish the 
level of coverage available under SCO. Sec-
tion 508(c)(4)(C)(i) (as amended by section 
11003(b) of the House bill) requires SCO to be 
available at a county-wide level to the full-
est extent practicable or, in counties that 
lack sufficient data, on the basis of a larger 
area that the Corporation determines will 
provide sufficient data. Section 
508(c)(4)(C)(ii) (as amended by section 
11003(b) of the House bill) stipulates that in-
demnities will be triggered only if losses in 
the area exceed 10 percent of normal levels. 
Section 508(c)(4)(C)(iii) (as amended by sec-
tion 11003(b) of the House bill) establishes 
coverage in an amount that does not exceed 
the difference between 90 percent and the 
coverage level selected by the producer for 
the underlying policy or plan of insurance. 
Section 508(c)(4)(C)(iv) (as amended by sec-
tion 11003(b) of the House bill) stipulates 
that crops enrolled in Revenue Loss Cov-
erage or acres enrolled in stacked income 
protection for producers of upland cotton 
(STAX) are not eligible for SCO. Section 
508(c)(4)(C)(v) (as amended by section 11003(b) 
of the House bill) establishes the premium 
for SCO at an amount that is sufficient to 
cover anticipated losses and a reasonable re-
serve and include an amount for operating 
and administrative expenses. Subsection (c) 
amends section 508(e)(2) of the Federal Crop 
Insurance Act to establish premium support 
for SCO at 65 percent of the additional pre-
mium associated with the coverage and A&O 
at 12 percent of the premium used to define 
loss ratio. Subsection (d) requires the provi-
sion of SCO beginning with the 2014 crop 
year. (Section 11003) 

The Senate amendment amends section 
508(c)(3) of the Federal Crop Insurance Act to 
establish SCO in the same manner as the 
House provision. Section 11001(a) amends sec-
tion 508(c)(3) of the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act to establish SCO. Section 11001(b) 
amends section 508(c)(4) of the Federal Crop 
Insurance Act to establish the level of cov-
erage available under the SCO. Section 
508(c)(4)(C)(i) (as amended by section 11001(b) 
of the Senate amendment) requires SCO to 

be available if sufficient data is available (as 
determined by the Corporation). Section 
508(c)(4)(C)(ii)) (as amended by section 
11001(b) of the Senate amendment) makes 
coverage under this section subject to a de-
ductible. If a producer selects Agriculture 
Risk Coverage (ARC), the amount of the de-
ductible is equal to 22 percent of the ex-
pected value of the crop. For all other pro-
ducers, the deductible is established at 10 
percent. Section 508(c)(4)(C)(iii) ) (as amend-
ed by section 11001(b) of the Senate amend-
ment) establishes coverage in an amount 
that does not exceed the difference between 
100 percent and the coverage level selected 
by the producer for the underlying policy or 
plan of insurance. Section 508(c)(4)(C)(iv) es-
tablishes the premium for A&O in the same 
manner as the House provisions. Subsection 
(c) establishes premium support and A&O in 
the same manner as the House provision. 
Subsection (d) provides for a conforming 
amendment. Section 11013, which establishes 
a new section 508B of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act, provides that acres enrolled in 
STAX are ineligible for supplemental cov-
erage. (Sections 11001, 11013) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with amendments dropping 
the establishment of margin coverage pro-
vided in the House provision from the SCO 
section, establishing that SCO coverage will 
only be triggered if losses in the area exceed 
14 percent of normal levels, limiting SCO 
coverage to not exceed the difference be-
tween 86 percent and the coverage level se-
lected by the producer under the underlying 
policy, disallowing SCO coverage for crops 
enrolled in ARC (as well as acreage when en-
rolled in STAX), and requiring SCO to be 
made available beginning with the 2015 crop 
year. (Section 11003) 

The Managers intend the Supplemental 
Coverage Option to be made available by the 
Corporation for sale by agents and AIPs in 
time for the 2015 crop year. This is essential 
given crop insurance is assuming a larger 
role in the risk management of producers in 
the wake of reduced support under the Com-
modity Title. The Managers particularly 
note that a producer may purchase a STAX 
policy and SCO coverage on the same cotton 
crop in the same county provided that they 
are purchased for separate acreage. The lan-
guage in this section is clear on this point, 
precluding SCO coverage and ARC on the 
same crop but precluding SCO and STAX on 
the same acres. The Managers intend that 
producers of hybrid seed, including but not 
limited to hybrid seed corn, hybrid popcorn 
seed, hybrid sweet corn seed, hybrid sorghum 
seed, and hybrid rice seed, may supplement 
their coverage with either a revenue or yield 
SCO coverage option, at the producer’s elec-
tion. The Managers intend that cotton pro-
ducers may supplement their cottonseed cov-
erage with SCO yield coverage. 

The Managers strongly urge the Corpora-
tion to allow popcorn producers to be cov-
ered under area risk protection insurance 
under written agreement until applicable 
policy provisions are amended to allow for 
such coverage. 

Margin Coverage Option 

The House bill, in section 11003(a), author-
izes margin coverage for producers to elect 
alone, or in combination with individual 
yield and loss coverage or area yield and loss 
coverage, or in combination with both indi-
vidual yield and loss coverage and area yield 
and loss coverage. (Section 11003) 

The Senate amendment authorizes margin 
coverage to be made available alone or in 
combination with either individual yield and 
loss coverage or area yield and loss coverage. 
(Section 11002) 
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The Conference substitute adopts the 

House provision but authorizes margin cov-
erage under a separate section in the Farm 
Bill from SCO. (Section 11004) 

The Managers intend that margin coverage 
be approved and made available by the Cor-
poration for sale by agents and AIPs in time 
for the 2015 crop year. Timely approval and 
availability is important to wheat, rice, and 
interested producers of other commodities. 
(4) Premium amounts for catastrophic risk pro-

tection 
The House bill requires the CAT premium 

to be reduced by the percentage equal to the 
difference between the average loss ratio for 
the crop and 100 percent, plus a reasonable 
reserve. (Section 11004) 

The Senate amendment is the same as the 
House, except the reasonable reserve is ‘‘as 
determined by the Corporation.’’ (Section 
11003) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 11005) 
(5) Repeal of performance-based discount 

The House bill repeals the performance- 
based discount. (Section 11005) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute deletes the 
House provision. 
(6) Permanent enterprise unit subsidy 

The House bill makes permanent the Cor-
poration’s authority to pay a higher portion 
of the premiums for policies that insure on 
an enterprise unit basis. (Section 11006) 

The Senate amendment is the same as the 
House. (Section 11004) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 11006) 
(7) Enterprise units for irrigated and non-irri-

gated crops 
The House bill requires the Corporation to 

make available separate enterprise units for 
acreages of irrigated and non-irrigated crops 
beginning with the 2014 crop year. (Section 
11007) 

The Senate amendment is the same as the 
House except that separate enterprise units 
are to be made available beginning with the 
2013 crop year. (Section 11005) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision but makes separate enter-
prise units available beginning with the 2015 
crop year. (Section 11007) 

The Managers intend for Enterprise Units 
by practice to be made available by the Cor-
poration in time for the 2015 crop year. 
(8) Data collection 

The House bill provides authority for the 
use of data collected by the Risk Manage-
ment Agency (RMA), the National Agricul-
tural Statistics Service (NASS), or both, to 
determine yields. Where sufficient county 
data is not available, the Secretary is au-
thorized to use data from other sources. 
(Section 11008) 

The Senate amendment is the same as the 
House. (Section 11006) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 11008) 

The Managers would note that the effec-
tiveness of the improvements made by this 
Act to the Federal Crop Insurance Act 
hinges considerably on ensuring that nec-
essary data is available for implementation 
of improvements in a manner that benefits 
all producers. The Managers intend that the 
Corporation will use this authority effec-
tively to fully accomplish the objectives of 
the crop insurance title of the Farm Bill. 
(9) Adjustment in actual production history to 

establish insurable yields 
The House bill strikes the 60 percent yield 

plug in current law and replaces it with a 70 
percent yield plug. (Section 11009) 

The Senate amendment provides for a yield 
plug at 65 percent but only with respect to 
yields for the 2014 and subsequent crop years. 
(Section 11007) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment that 
drops the proposed replacement of the yield 
plug in current law and authorizes producers 
to exclude certain yield history from their 
APH database. The provision amends section 
508(g) (as amended by section 11009 of the 
Farm Bill) by subjecting actual production 
history requirements under section 
508(g)(2)(A) to the new yield exclusion au-
thority and, under section 508(g)(4), by re-
quiring an appropriate adjustment in pre-
mium when a producer elects to exclude 
yields pursuant to the authorities provided 
by this provision. The new section 
508(g)(4)(C)(i) authorizes a producer to ex-
clude any recorded or appraised yield for any 
crop year in which the per planted acre yield 
of the agricultural commodity in the county 
of the producer was at least 50 percent below 
the simple average of the per planted acre 
yield of the agricultural commodity in the 
county during the previous 10 consecutive 
crop years. Section 508(g)(4)(C)(ii) provides 
that for any crop year in which a producer is 
able to make an election to exclude a yield 
under clause (i), a producer in a contiguous 
county may also elect to exclude a yield 
under the authority granted by this provi-
sion. Section 508(g)(4)(C)(iii) requires this 
provision to be implemented by irrigation 
practice. (Section 11009) 

The Managers intend that when a producer 
elects to exclude a yield under this section 
that the Corporation would also exclude a 
year for purposes of calculating the pro-
ducer’s average actual production history. 
For example, if a producer has 10 years of 
history and elects to exclude one year pursu-
ant to this section, the conferees intend that 
the Corporation will add the yields from the 
9 remaining years in the database and divide 
the total by 9, not 10. The amendment to the 
Act specifically declares that a producer 
may make an election to exclude one or 
more yields notwithstanding section 
508(g)(2)(A) which requires a data base build-
ing up to 10 consecutive crop years. Since 
the statute does not drill down further as to 
how the producer’s average Actual Produc-
tion History is to be calculated by the Cor-
poration, the Managers intend that the more 
general directive in this section along with 
this clarifying report language is sufficient 
to ensure proper implementation as intended 
by the Managers without the need to amend 
Corporation regulations. The Managers note 
that this provision is effective upon the date 
of enactment of the Farm Bill. To the extent 
that it is not feasible to implement for the 
2014 crop year due to the reinsurance year al-
ready having begun, the Managers intend 
that the provision will be implemented in 
time for the 2015 crop year. The Managers 
would observe that this provision applies to 
any yield in a producer’s actual production 
database, including any yield that predates 
the enactment of this section. 

The Managers strongly urge the Corpora-
tion to discontinue use of downward trending 
with respect to databases of perennial crops 
of 5 years or less due to the hardship this in-
flicts on specialty crop producers, including 
peach producers, who, under the current 
rules, are not allowed to use their own prov-
en APH despite the requirements of section 
508(g)(2)(A). The Managers also strongly urge 
that vertically integrated producers be per-
mitted to use adjusters’ appraisals to settle 
claims and that transition yields for peaches 
be updated to account for technology and in-
novation. 

(10) Submission and review of policies 

The House bill, in section 11010(a), requires 
the Corporation to review and submit to the 
Federal Crop Insurance Corporation Board of 
Directors (Board) any policy developed under 
research and development contracting au-
thority or pilot program authority if the 
Corporation, at its sole discretion, finds the 
policy will likely result in a viable and mar-
ketable policy, would provide crop insurance 
coverage in a significantly improved form, 
and adequately protects producer interests. 
The provision also establishes priorities for 
consideration and approval under section 
508(h) of the Federal Crop Insurance Act, in-
cluding a revenue policy for peanuts, a mar-
gin policy for rice producers, and separate 
enterprise units by risk rating in time for 
the 2014 crop year. Section 11010(b) allows for 
up to 75 percent of research and development 
cost to be paid in advance. (Section 11010) 

The Senate amendment, in section 11008, is 
substantially similar to the House provision 
except that the Senate amendment does not 
include the House priorities. Section 11009 
also proposes new policy review and approval 
criteria, requiring the Board to approve a 
new policy, plan of insurance, or other mate-
rial for reinsurance and for sale by approved 
insurance providers to producers at actuari-
ally appropriate rates and under appropriate 
terms and conditions if the Board deter-
mines, at its sole discretion, that the inter-
ests of producers are adequately protected; 
the rates of premium and price election 
methodology are actuarially appropriate; 
the terms and conditions are appropriate and 
would not unfairly discriminate among pro-
ducers; the proposed policy or plan of insur-
ance will, at the Board’s sole discretion, re-
sult in viable and marketable policy, will 
provide crop insurance in a significantly im-
proved form or in a manner that addresses a 
recognized flaw or problem, and will provide 
an improved kind of coverage for crops with-
out insurance or experiencing low participa-
tion in crop insurance; the proposed policy 
or plan of insurance would not, in the sole 
discretion of the Board, have a significant 
adverse impact on the crop insurance deliv-
ery system; and the policy or plan meets 
other requirements determined appropriate 
by the Board. Section 11009 also provides 
that the Board, at its sole discretion, may 
establish annual priorities which would be 
made available on the Corporation website 
as well as a process where priority submis-
sions would be considered and approved first. 
The Board is to consider making the highest 
priority those submissions designed to serve 
underserved commodities, including com-
modities for which there is no insurance, and 
those designed to address existing policies 
where there is inadequate coverage or low 
participation levels. Section 11018 of the Sen-
ate provision modifies the approval of costs 
for research and development, including the 
allowance of a waiver on the 50 percent limit 
on advance costs, permitting the Board to 
approve an additional 25 percent advance 
payment to a submitter of a policy intended 
to provide coverage for a region or crop that 
is underserved by federal crop insurance, in-
cluding specialty crops. (Sections 11008, 
11009, 11018) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provisions, combining them into one sec-
tion with the following amendments. The 
Board is required to review and approve for 
reinsurance and for sale by approved insur-
ance providers to producers at actuarially 
appropriate rates and under appropriate 
terms and conditions any policy, plan of in-
surance, or other material where the Board 
determines that the interests of producers 
are protected. In addition, the Board must 
determine that the proposed policy or plan of 
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insurance will provide a new kind of cov-
erage that is likely to be viable and market-
able, provide insurance coverage in a manner 
that addresses a clear and identifiable flaw 
or problem in an existing policy, or provide 
a new kind of coverage for a commodity that 
previously had no crop insurance or has dem-
onstrated a low level of participation or cov-
erage level under existing coverage. The 
Board must also determine that the policy or 
plan of insurance will not have a significant 
adverse impact on the crop insurance deliv-
ery system. The Board is required, in a time-
ly manner, to first consider policies or plans 
of insurance that address underserved com-
modities, including commodities for which 
there is no insurance; secondly, to consider 
modifications to existing policies or plans of 
insurance for which there is inadequate cov-
erage or there exists low participation levels 
for a crop; and finally to consider other sub-
missions under section 508(h). The Board is 
required to make a priority the approval of 
a revenue policy for peanuts and a margin 
coverage policy for rice in time for the 2015 
crop year; and the Board is authorized to ap-
prove another priority in time for the 2015 
crop year, a submission that allows separate 
Enterprise Units by risk rating. With respect 
to approval of costs for research and develop-
ment, the requirement that a policy address 
‘‘a unique need of agricultural producers’’ is 
dropped as part of the qualifying criteria for 
the 50 percent advance, and the submitter 
not having sufficient financial resources to 
complete the development of the submission 
into a viable or marketable policy is dropped 
as part of the criteria for an additional 25 
percent advance. (Section 11010) 

The Managers observe the importance of a 
section 508(h) submission process that is 
highly conducive to the development, ap-
proval, and availability of new risk manage-
ment products for producers. The Managers 
intend that, provided that largely objective 
standards are met by a submission under sec-
tion 508(h), the Board must approve the pol-
icy. The Managers intend that the Board will 
honor the general priorities as required 
under the amendments made to section 
508(h) under this section but in a manner 
that also provides for the timely consider-
ation of other policies. The Managers specifi-
cally intend for the Board to approve a pea-
nut revenue policy and a margin policy for 
rice producers in time for the 2015 crop year, 
as required under this section, and intend for 
the Board to use the authority granted under 
this section to consider and approve a sub-
mission providing for separate Enterprise 
Units by risk rating also in time for the 2015 
crop year. The Managers would also strongly 
urge the Board to place a high priority on 
the approval of a specialized irrigated grain 
sorghum policy that establishes improved 
rates and t-yields based on a certain high 
level of crop management. 
(11) Equitable relief for specialty crop policies 

The House bill provides that for each of the 
2011 through 2015 reinsurance years, the Cor-
poration must provide $41 million in reim-
bursement (in addition to the total amount 
of funding for A&O reimbursement) with re-
spect to eligible insurance contracts for any 
agricultural commodity that is not eligible 
for a benefit under subtitles A, B or C of 
Title I of this Act. (Section 11011) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute deletes the 
House provision. 
(12) Consultation 

The Senate amendment requires the sub-
mitter of a proposed policy to, as part of the 
508(h) review process, consult with groups 
representing producers of agricultural com-
modities in all major producing areas for the 

commodities to be served or potentially im-
pacted, either directly or indirectly. Any 
submission to the Board must include a sum-
mary assessment of the consultation and the 
Board must use the assessment to determine 
if the submission will create adverse market 
distortions. (Section 11010) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision but confines the scope of the 
new consultation requirements to fruits, 
vegetables, tree nuts, dried fruits, horti-
culture, nursery crops, and floriculture. 
(Section 11011) 
(13) Budget limitations on renegotiation of the 

Standard Reinsurance Agreement 
The House bill requires that, to the max-

imum extent practicable, any new SRA nego-
tiated under section 508(k)(8)(A)(ii) shall be 
budget neutral as compared to the previous 
SRA, that in no event may a new SRA sig-
nificantly depart from budget neutrality, 
and that any incidental savings realized 
from the renegotiation of the Standard Rein-
surance Agreement be used to increase pre-
mium subsidies, A&O reimbursements, or 
fund pilot programs. (Section 11012) 

The Senate amendment is similar except 
that the provision requires any savings real-
ized from the renegotiation of the Standard 
Reinsurance Agreement ‘‘be used for pro-
grams administered or managed by the Risk 
Management Agency.’’ (Section 11011) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment to clar-
ify that, to the maximum extent practicable, 
estimated underwriting gains under any new 
SRA must be budget neutral as compared to 
estimated underwriting gains under the im-
mediately preceding SRA were the preceding 
SRA extended over the same period of time 
(Subparagraph (F)(i)(I)). The substitute also 
clarifies that any future SRA must comply 
with provisions of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act governing A&O rates but that this 
requirement is subject to the requirement 
that, to the maximum extent practicable, 
the estimated total amount of A&O under 
any new SRA shall not be less than the esti-
mated total amount of A&O under the imme-
diately preceding SRA were the preceding 
SRA extended over the same period of time, 
as estimated on the date of enactment of the 
Farm Bill (Subparagraph (F)(i)(II)). The sub-
stitute requires in the same clause that in no 
event shall a new SRA significantly depart 
from the budget neutrality as defined in each 
of subclauses (I) and (II) unless otherwise re-
quired by the Federal Crop Insurance Act 
(Subparagraph (F)(i)(III)). The substitute 
further requires that to the extent there are 
any budget savings from a future SRA and 
they do not result in a significant departure 
from the budget neutrality required under 
each of subparagraphs (F)(i)(I) and (F)(i)(II), 
the savings must be used to increase A&O or 
underwriting gains (Subparagraph (F)(ii)). 
(Section 11012) 

The Managers note that Federal Crop In-
surance has been reduced by about $17 billion 
over the past six years, including directly in 
the 2008 Farm Bill, in the context of the 2011 
Standard Reinsurance Agreement negotiated 
in 2010 pursuant to section 508(k)(8)(A)(i), 
and in the subsequent premium rerating of 
policies. The Managers intend that, in com-
pliance with this section, any SRA nego-
tiated pursuant to section 508(k)(8)(A)(ii) 
shall not be used as a means of achieving fur-
ther cuts to Federal Crop Insurance. To this 
end, this provision of law requires forbear-
ance from further cuts in any future SRA ne-
gotiations to the maximum extent prac-
ticable. The Managers observe that this pro-
vision imposes a clear duty on the FCIC to 
fulfill the statutory command to the extent 

that it is feasible or possible to do so while 
still fulfilling the purposes of the statute, 
namely the provision of crop insurance to 
farmers and ranchers through approved in-
surance providers and private sector agents. 
Absent clear directive under a future Act of 
Congress, the Managers expect that forbear-
ance from budget reductions under any fu-
ture SRA is, in fact, both feasible and pos-
sible. In requiring budget neutrality, it is 
the intent of the Managers that the author-
ity of the Corporation to carry out its au-
thorities under this subtitle to establish or 
revise premium rates shall not be affected by 
this amendment. 

The Managers note that this provision of 
law establishes an effective floor for esti-
mated underwriting gains (UWGs) and A&O 
amounts under any future SRA that is based 
on estimates under the current SRA. Subject 
to the prescribed minimum amount of A&O, 
the Managers also note that the provision re-
quires the FCIC to comply with applicable 
provisions of the FCIA when establishing 
A&O rates. In contrast to UWGs where there 
is no statutory instruction, there is signifi-
cant statutory instruction and history with 
respect to A&O rates. For instance, section 
508(k)(4)(A)(ii) established a maximum A&O 
rate of 24.5 percent of premium used to de-
fine loss ratio beginning with the 1999 rein-
surance year. Section 508(k)(4)(E) subse-
quently fixed the rate of A&O at 2.3 percent-
age points below the rate in effect on the 
date of enactment of the 2008 Farm Bill with 
respect to the 2009 and subsequent reinsur-
ance years. And section 508(k)(8)(E) author-
ized alternative methods to determine A&O 
rates for covered reinsurance years under the 
SRA that took effect beginning with the 2011 
reinsurance year. The Managers would ob-
serve that the applicable statutory A&O 
rates are made subject to the estimated min-
imum amount of A&O required under this 
provision of law as well as to any additional 
A&O required in the event of incidental sav-
ings from a future SRA negotiated under sec-
tion 508(k)(8)(A)(ii). The Managers note that 
Subparagraph (F)(i)(III) enforces the over-
arching purpose of this provision of law 
which is to avoid future spending reductions 
by maintaining budget neutrality. The Man-
agers do not intend that this provision be 
construed to require that funding be in-
creased or decreased with respect to either 
A&O or UWGs in a manner that would in-
crease or decrease such funding relative to a 
future SRA negotiated under section 
508(k)(8)(A)(ii) unless an increase or decrease 
is otherwise required by the operation of 
law. 

Subparagraph (F)(i)(III) generally restates 
the overarching purpose of this provision of 
law which is to maintain budget neutrality 
unless the statute requires otherwise. The 
Managers note that budget neutrality re-
quirements as defined in each of subclauses 
(I) and (II) and each enforced by subclause 
(III) may not be construed to require a re-
duction to another program. Subparagraph 
(F)(ii) holds that any savings from an SRA 
negotiated under section 508(k)(8)(A)(ii) shall 
be purely incidental and any such savings 
must be redirected back into A&O and 
UWGs. Thus, the Managers intend that any 
savings under a future SRA be, in fact, pure-
ly incidental and that these savings be used 
to increase A&O and UWGs in a manner that 
is not discriminatory or prejudicial to any 
approved insurance provider or agent. The 
Managers further intend that incidental sav-
ings from UWGs should be redirected to 
UWGs and, likewise, incidental savings from 
A&O should be redirected to A&O. 
(14) Test weight for corn 

The Senate amendment requires the Cor-
poration to establish procedures to allow in-
sured producers not more than 120 days to 
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settle claims, in accordance with procedures 
established by the Secretary, involving corn 
that is determined to have low test weight. 
As soon as practicable after the date of en-
actment of this provision, the Corporation is 
required to implement this provision on a re-
gional basis based on market conditions and 
the interests of producers. The authority 
under this section terminates 5 years from 
implementation. (Section 11012) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 11013) 
(15) Crop production on native sod 

The House bill amends Section 508(o) of the 
Federal Crop Insurance Act. The provision 
amends the definition of native sod to in-
clude land that a producer cannot substan-
tiate has ever been tilled. With respect to na-
tive sod, the provision requires a reduction 
in crop insurance premium support, and is 
denied NAP payments or Commodity Title 
payments. The provision requires that dur-
ing the first 4 years of planting a crop on na-
tive sod, the premium support for crop insur-
ance will be reduced by 50 percentage points. 
The provision also provides that the required 
reduction in benefits will apply to 65 percent 
of the transitional yield of the producer and 
that a producer may not substitute yields on 
native sod ground. The provision is limited 
in application to the Prairie Pothole Na-
tional Priority Area. The provision amends 
the Non-Insured Crop Disaster Assistance 
Program (NAP) program in the same fashion. 
Section 10013(c) requires a cropland report to 
the House and Senate Agriculture Commit-
tees and annual updates. (Section 11013) 

The Senate amendment requires the same 
reduction in benefits as the House provision 
except that the Senate provision makes the 
reduction in benefits for planting on native 
sod nationwide. It further requires a crop-
land report and annual updates. (Section 
11035) 

The Conference substitute provides for a 
reduction in benefits for a producer that has 
tilled native sod for the production of an an-
nual crop under both the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act and NAP. Under the Federal Crop 
Insurance Act, a producer is subject to a re-
duction in benefits during the first four crop 
years of planting. The crop insurance insured 
yield would be determined using a yield of 65 
percent of the transitional yield of the pro-
ducer. The reduced subsidy would be 50 per-
centage points less than the premium sub-
sidy that would otherwise apply. The reduc-
tion in benefits does not apply to cata-
strophic level coverage. 

In the case of benefits under NAP, a pro-
ducer planting on native sod during the first 
four years is subject to a reduction in bene-
fits. The reduced approved yield is deter-
mined by a yield that is 65 percent of the T 
yield of the producer. The service fees or pre-
miums would be equal to 200% of the service 
fee or premium. 

The conference substitute provides that 
the reduction in benefits for both federal 
crop insurance and NAP apply only on native 
sod in the states of Minnesota, Iowa, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Ne-
braska. 

The conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision on the requirement for a crop 
land report and annual updates. (Section 
11014) 

The Managers do not intend for approved 
insurance providers (AIP) or agents to be re-
sponsible for making any determinations rel-
ative to this section, nor for AIPs or agents 
to undertake any liability for changes in eli-
gibility determinations. 
(16) Coverage levels by practice 

The House bill allows a producer that pro-
duces an agricultural commodity on both 

dry land and irrigated land to elect a dif-
ferent coverage level for each production 
practice beginning with the 2015 crop year. 
(Section 11014) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 11015) 

The Managers intend that this provision 
will be implemented in time for the 2015 crop 
year. The Managers would observe that the 
risks relative to producing crops on dry land 
acreage versus irrigated acreage are consid-
erably different and that many producers 
seek different coverage levels that are tai-
lored to those differing risks. 
(17) Beginning farmers and rancher provisions 

The House bill, in section 11015, defines a 
beginning farmer or rancher as one who has 
not actively operated and managed a farm or 
ranch with a bona fide interest in a crop or 
livestock as an owner-operator, landlord, 
tenant, or sharecropper for more than 5 crop 
years. Except in the case of CAT coverage, 
beginning farmers and ranchers receive pre-
mium assistance that is 10 percentage points 
higher than premium assistance otherwise 
provided. The section requires that a begin-
ning farmer or rancher previously involved 
in a farming or ranching operation, includ-
ing in decision making or physical involve-
ment, be assigned a yield that is the higher 
of the APH of the previous producer of the 
crop or livestock on the acreage or the yield 
of the producer as otherwise provided by 
statute. The section further provides begin-
ning farmers and ranchers with a higher 
yield plug of 80 percent of the applicable 
transitional yield. (Section 11015) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House. (Section 11032) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 11016) 

The Managers intend this section to be im-
plemented in a manner that does not dis-
criminate against producers who grew up on 
a farm or ranch, left for post-secondary edu-
cation or military service, and returned to 
the farm or ranch. When calculating the 5 
crop years in this section, the Managers in-
tend that any year when a producer was 
under the age of 18, in post-secondary stud-
ies, or serving in the U.S. military should 
not be counted. 
(18) Stacked income protection plan for pro-

ducers of upland cotton 
The House bill, in section 11016(a), requires 

the Corporation to make available to upland 
cotton producers, beginning with the 2014 
crop year, a new additional policy which is 
to provide coverage consistent with the 
Group Risk Income Protection (GRIP) Plan 
along with the Harvest Revenue Option En-
dorsement offered in the 2011 crop year. The 
section authorizes the Corporation to modify 
the policy on a program-wide basis provided 
the plan complies with certain requirements. 
The section requires coverage for revenue 
loss of not less than 10 percent and not more 
than 30 percent of expected county revenue, 
offered in increments of 5 percent. The sec-
tion establishes a deductible under the pol-
icy of 10 percent of revenue loss in a county. 
The section requires that the policy be made 
available to all upland cotton producers in 
all counties of production at a county-wide 
level to the fullest extent practicable, or in 
counties that lack sufficient data, on the 
basis of a larger geographical area as deter-
mined by the Corporation. The section pro-
vides that this coverage may be purchased 
alone or in addition to any other individual 
or area coverage on the same acreage except 
that in the latter case the coverage may not 
exceed the deductible of the other policy. 
The section requires that coverage be based 
on the expected price established under ex-

isting GRIP or area wide policy offered by 
the Corporation for the county or area and 
crop year and an expected county yield. The 
section requires that the expected county 
yield be the higher of the expected county 
yield for existing area wide plans for the ap-
plicable county (or area) and crop year (or in 
geographic areas where area-wide plans are 
not offered, an expected yield determined in 
a consistent manner with an area wide plan) 
or the average of the applicable yield data 
for the county (or area) for the most recent 
5 years, excluding the high and low, as ob-
served by RMA, NASS, or both, or other data 
determined appropriate by the Secretary if 
sufficient county data is not available. The 
section requires use of a multiplier factor of 
not less than the higher of the level estab-
lished on a program wide basis or 120 per-
cent. The section requires an indemnity to 
be paid based on the amount that expected 
county revenue exceeds actual county rev-
enue as applied to the individual coverage of 
the producer, except that indemnities may 
not include or overlap the producer’s se-
lected deductible. The section requires the 
availability of this coverage by irrigation 
practice in all counties where data is avail-
able. The section establishes the amount of 
premium and premium support and specifies 
the amount of A&O required for the policy. 
The section clarifies that the policy is in ad-
dition to all other coverage available to pro-
ducers of upland cotton. Finally, section 
11016(b) provides for a conforming amend-
ment. 

The Senate amendment: Section 11013 is 
similar to the House bill except that the 
Senate requires the stacked income protec-
tion plan to be made available beginning 
with the 2014 crop year if practicable and re-
quires such protection to be made available 
by irrigation practice to the maximum ex-
tent practicable. (Section 11013) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision except that stacked income 
protection for upland cotton producers is re-
quired to be made available beginning not 
later than the 2015 crop year. (Section 11017) 

The Managers intend that the Stacked In-
come Protection Plan for Producers of Up-
land Cotton be implemented in a manner 
that if a producer participates in both the 
Stacked Income Protection Plan and an 
area-wide policy, the total indemnification 
under both policies combined does not ex-
ceed the total insured value of the crop. The 
Managers intend that the Stacked Income 
Protection Plan for Producers of Upland Cot-
ton be implemented in a manner that in-
cludes the features of existing area-wide crop 
insurance products, including allowing for 
producers to select or decline the Harvest 
Price Option. The Managers further intend 
that Stacked Income Protection Plan be 
fully implemented by the Corporation as ex-
peditiously as possible. 
(19) Peanut revenue crop insurance 

The House bill, in Section 11017, requires 
the Corporation to make available revenue 
insurance for peanut producers beginning 
with the 2014 crop year. The section estab-
lishes an effective price for revenue and mul-
tiple peril insurance at a price equal to the 
Rotterdam price index for peanuts, adjusted 
to reflect the farmer stock price of peanuts 
in the U.S. The section authorizes RMA to 
adjust the effective price to correct distor-
tions in an open and transparent manner 
with a report to the Agriculture Committees 
on the reasons for the adjustment. (Section 
11017) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House provision. (Section 11014) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision except that peanut revenue 
coverage is required beginning with the 2015 
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crop year and the effective price must be ei-
ther the Rotterdam price or other appro-
priate price as determined by the Secretary. 
(Section 11018) 

The Managers note that peanut revenue 
coverage is required to be made available to 
peanut producers in time for the 2015 crop 
year and that a separate section within the 
crop insurance title of this Act requires that 
the approval of a peanut revenue policy be 
made a priority. 
(20) Authority to correct errors 

The House bill amends section 515(c) of the 
Federal Crop Insurance Act to allow an 
agent or an AIP to correct unintentional er-
rors in information that are provided by a 
producer. Section 515(c)(3)(A) (as amended by 
section 11018 of the House bill) specifies that 
the authority granted by section 10018 shall 
be in addition to any corrections already 
permitted and in place on the date of enact-
ment of this Act. Section 515(c)(3)(A)(i) pro-
vides agents and AIPs authority to correct 
unintentional errors in information provided 
by the producer to obtain insurance within a 
reasonable period following the sales closing 
date. Section 515(c)(3)(A)(ii)(I) also provides 
that, within a reasonable time following the 
acreage reporting date, agents and AIPs may 
correct unintentional errors in factual infor-
mation that are provided by a producer after 
the sales closing date to reconcile the infor-
mation with the information reported by the 
producer to FSA. Section 515(c)(3)(A)(ii)(II) 
provides that agents and AIPs may make 
corresponding corrections within a reason-
able amount of time following the date of 
any subsequent correction of data by the 
FSA made as a result of the verification of 
information. Section 503(c)(3)(A)(iii) provides 
that AIPs and agents may at any time cor-
rect unintentional errors made by FSA, 
agents, or AIPs in transmitting the informa-
tion provided by the producer to the ap-
proved insurance provider or the Corpora-
tion. Section 515(c)(3)(B) provides that in ac-
cordance with Corporation procedures, the 
corrections permitted under clauses (i) and 
(ii) may only be made if the corrections do 
not allow the producer to avoid ineligibility 
requirements; to obtain, enhance or increase 
an insurance guarantee or avoid a premium 
owed if a cause of loss exists or has occurred 
before any correction has been made; or to 
avoid an obligation or requirement under 
federal or state law. Section 515(c)(3)(C) ex-
empts errors corrected pursuant to this sec-
tion from any late filing sanctions. (Section 
11018) 

The Senate amendment amends section 
515(c) of the Federal Crop Insurance Act to 
require the Corporation to establish proce-
dures to allow an agent or an AIP to, within 
a reasonable amount of time after the sales 
closing date, correct errors in specified infor-
mation that is provided by a producer to en-
sure the information is consistent with in-
formation reported to FSA. The section lim-
its the ability to correct errors if allowance 
would allow the producer to obtain a dis-
proportionate benefit under crop insurance 
or other USDA program, avoid ineligibility 
requirements for crop insurance, or avoid an 
obligation under federal or state law. (Sec-
tion 11015) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision but requires the Corporation 
to establish procedures to implement the au-
thority to correct errors that are in addition 
to authorities to correct errors in place as of 
the day before the date of enactment of this 
Act. The substitute also clarifies that the 
authority granted under Section 
508(c)(3)(A)(i) is also to ensure that the infor-
mation is consistent with information re-
ported by the producer for other programs 
administered by the Secretary. The sub-

stitute allows an agent or approved insur-
ance provider to make corresponding correc-
tions within a reasonable amount of time 
following the date of any correction by the 
FSA made as a result of the verification of 
information. The substitute also clarifies 
that at any time an agent or an approved in-
surance provider may correct their elec-
tronic transmission errors, or the electronic 
transmission errors of FSA or other USDA 
agencies to the extent that the agent or AIP 
relied on that information. The substitute 
also provides authority to allow a producer 
to make late payment for crop insurance 
under certain conditions. (Section 11019) 

The Managers would note that the author-
ity to correct errors is in addition to any au-
thorities to correct errors in existence on 
the day before the date of enactment of this 
Act, and that the additional authority pro-
vided under this section does not preclude 
the agency from administratively providing 
other additional authorities to correct er-
rors. 
(21) Implementation 

Section 11020 requires the Secretary to 
maintain and upgrade information manage-
ment systems used in the administration and 
enforcement of the FCIA. The section re-
quires the Secretary to ensure that new 
hardware and software are compatible with 
the same used by other USDA agencies. The 
section requires the Secretary to develop and 
implement an acreage report streamlining 
initiative project. Mandatory funds are au-
thorized by the section for systems upgrades 
($25 million for FY2014 and $10 million for 
each fiscal year from FY2015 through FY2018) 
with additional funding (an additional $5 
million for each fiscal year from FY2015 
through FY2018) made available upon com-
pletion of the Acreage Crop Reporting 
Streamlining Initiative (ACRSI). The section 
requires a report to the Agriculture Commit-
tees upon the substantial completion of 
ACRSI. (Section 11019) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House provision and the funding levels are 
the same, except the expected completion 
date for ACRSI and the submission date of 
the report to the Agriculture Committees of 
Congress are different. (Section 11016) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision except with reduced funding 
levels, with $14 million in FY2014 and $9 mil-
lion in each fiscal year from FY2015 through 
FY2018 with an additional $5 million for each 
fiscal year from FY2015 through FY2018 if the 
specified conditions are met. (Section 11020) 
(22) Crop insurance fraud 

The Senate amendment amends section 
516(b)(2) to require that beginning with the 
2014 reinsurance year and for each reinsur-
ance year thereafter, the Corporation may 
use up to $5 million from the insurance fund 
to pay costs to reimburse expenses incurred 
for the review of policies, plans of insurance, 
and related materials and assist the Corpora-
tion in maintaining program integrity and, 
in addition to other amounts for this pur-
pose, costs incurred by RMA for compliance 
operations. (Section 11017) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with modifications. The sub-
stitute provides that the Corporation may 
use from the insurance fund not more than $9 
million for each of the 2014 and subsequent 
reinsurance years to reimburse expenses in-
curred for the operations and review of poli-
cies, plans of insurance, and related mate-
rials, and to assist the Corporation in main-
taining program actuarial soundness and fi-
nancial integrity. The substitute further 
provides that Secretary may, without fur-
ther appropriation merge some or all of the 

funds made available under this subpara-
graph into the accounts of the Risk Manage-
ment Agency and obligate those funds. The 
substitute also provides that the funds made 
available under this subparagraph are in ad-
dition to other funds made available for 
costs incurred by the Corporation. (Section 
11021) 
(23), (24), (26) Research and development prior-

ities, Additional Research and Development 
Contracting Requirements, Alfalfa Crop In-
surance Policy 

The House bill authorizes the Corporation 
to conduct research and development in ad-
dition to current authority to enter into 
contracts for research and development. The 
section also makes underserved agricultural 
commodities, including sweet sorghum, bio-
mass sorghum, rice, peanuts, sugarcane, al-
falfa, pennycress, and specialty crops re-
search and development priorities. (Section 
11020) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House provision but excludes rice, peanuts, 
alfalfa, and pennycress while adding dedi-
cated energy crops. The section also requires 
the Corporation to follow consultation re-
quirements before conducting research and 
development or entering into a contract. 
(Section 11028) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision and, within the same sec-
tion, incorporates specific research and de-
velopment requirements from section 10021 
of the House bill and sections 11019, 11020, 
11021, 11022, 11023, 11026 of the Senate bill, in-
cluding House section 11021’s margin cov-
erage for catfish (which is the same as Sen-
ate section 11022); House section 11021’s bio-
mass and sweet sorghum energy crop insur-
ance policies, which is similar to Senate sec-
tion 11025; the House study on swine cata-
strophic disease program, which is similar to 
the study in Senate section 11021 except that 
under the Substitute the Corporation is re-
quired to contract with 1 or more qualified 
entities; the House whole farm diversified 
risk management insurance plan, which is 
similar to Senate section 11019, except that 
the Corporation is given up to two years to 
reach resolution before having to follow the 
directive of the section under the Substitute; 
the House section 11021 study on poultry cat-
astrophic disease program; the House section 
11021 poultry business interruption insurance 
policy which is similar to Senate section 
11023 except that under the Substitute any 
coverage is limited to a portion of losses; the 
House section 11021 study of food safety in-
surance which is similar to Senate section 
11020; and Senate section 11026 regarding al-
falfa crop insurance policy. (Section 11022) 

The Managers would note that sweet sor-
ghum and biomass sorghum are listed as un-
derserved commodities and intend that the 
Corporation give proper priority to the de-
velopment and ultimate availability of cov-
erage for these crops. The listing of rice and 
peanuts as underserved commodities also 
prioritizes development and availability of 
new policies serving these crops, including 
margin coverage for rice and revenue cov-
erage for peanuts. 

The Mangers recognize alfalfa to be an im-
portant domestic forage crop valued for ni-
trogen fixation, soil conservation, crop rota-
tion, and as a natural habitat. The Mangers 
view alfalfa as having great potential for the 
national cash hay market and as an afford-
able means of supporting the forage and in-
tensive grazing needs of the horse, cattle, 
and dairy sectors. However, from 2002 
through 2011, alfalfa acreage has declined 15.7 
percent, and in 2012 alone acreage declined 
an additional 10 percent. The Mangers stress 
the importance of an alfalfa crop insurance 
policy to ensure that producers have the risk 
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management protection that they need to 
produce this important crop. The Managers 
urge the Secretary to include information 
regarding regional differences in cultivation 
in the alfalfa crop insurance study. 

In developing the whole farm diversified 
risk management insurance policy, the Man-
agers recognize that the Corporation may in-
clude coverage for the value of any packing, 
packaging, or any other similar on-farm ac-
tivity the Corporation determines to be the 
minimum required in order to remove the 
commodity from the field. Making a crop 
market-ready may require incidental on- 
farm processing that could occur either in- 
field or off-field. This activity includes pack-
ing, packaging, washing, labeling, trimming, 
and other similar activities that occur after 
harvest in order to ensure a marketable com-
modity. It is the Managers’ view that the 
production cost of such activities does not 
add value to the product beyond making it a 
saleable commodity. 

In conducting the study on food safety in-
surance, the Managers do not intend to delay 
RMA’s on-going efforts on these issues. The 
Managers are aware of existing RMA pilots 
on quarantine and encourages additional on- 
the-ground exploration into how risk man-
agement might work for quarantine in a spe-
cialty crop setting in both perennial and an-
nual crops. The Managers acknowledge that 
naturally occurring food safety pathogens (a 
natural peril) could be insurable as cause of 
loss, but in light of the historical challenges 
of insuring these perils urges the agency to 
make examination of data collection into 
the extent and severity of these perils a pri-
ority for this report. The Managers likewise 
encourage RMA to continue to refine how 
crop insurance might protect against the 
risks associated by naturally occurring food 
safety pathogens. These risks could be asso-
ciated with either revenue or yield and 
RMA’s on-the-ground product development 
should not be slowed by this study. This 
study is designed to help specialty crop pro-
ducers and Congress understand how these 
risks are already being, or could be, ad-
dressed by the crop insurance system. Spe-
cial emphasis should be placed on the types 
of practical challenges that RMA believes 
are present that need to be overcome in 
order to create actuarially sound products as 
is required by statute, including, for exam-
ple, data collection challenges that may be 
different or unique to specialty crops vis-a- 
vis row crops and the implementation of new 
insurance products on a pilot basis is encour-
aged as a part of an insurance-relevant data 
collection effort. 

In establishing appropriate maintenance 
payments under Section 522(b)(4)(D)(ii) of the 
Federal Crop Insurance Act, the Managers 
urge the Corporation to consider whether it 
is appropriate to establish such payments at 
an amount totaling not less than the greater 
of $10 per policy (as adjusted periodically for 
inflation); one half of one percent of the 
total risk premium applicable to the policy; 
or, if applicable, the fee per policy approved 
by the Board under this paragraph that was 
in effect for crop year 2013. 
(25) Study of crop insurance for seafood har-

vesters 
The Senate amendment requires the Cor-

poration to conduct a feasibility study of in-
suring seafood harvesters and report to Con-
gress on the results of the study. (Section 
11024) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute deletes the Sen-
ate provision. 
(27) Crop insurance for organic crops 

The Senate amendment requires as soon as 
possible but not later than for the 2015 rein-

surance year, the Corporation shall offer pro-
ducers of organic crops price elections for all 
organic crops, produced in compliance with 
USDA standards, that reflect the retail or 
wholesale price, as appropriate. The provi-
sion requires the Corporation to then report 
to Congress on progress made in developing 
and improving crop insurance for organic 
crops. (Section 11027) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 11023) 
(28) Program compliance partnerships 

The House bill provides that the purpose of 
subsection 522(d) of the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act is to authorize the Corporation to 
enter into partnerships with private and pub-
lic entities for the purpose of either increas-
ing availability of loss mitigation, financial, 
and other risk management tools for pro-
ducers, with a priority given to risk manage-
ment tools for producers covered by the Non- 
Insured Assistance program (NAP), specialty 
crops, and underserved commodities or im-
proving analysis tools and technology re-
garding compliance or identifying and using 
innovative compliance strategies. (Section 
11022) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment that re-
writes the purposes of section 522(d), as pro-
posed in the House provision, and adds to the 
objectives provided under section 522(d)(3) 
the improvement of analysis tools and tech-
nology regarding compliance or identifying 
and using innovative compliance strategies. 
(Section 11024) 

In expanding the Partnerships for Risk 
Management Development and Implementa-
tion to include both improving analytical 
tools and technology and using innovative 
strategies for compliance with the federal 
crop insurance program, the Managers urge 
the Corporation to utilize this new authority 
to provide the government and industry with 
additional options with regard to ensuring 
program compliance. 
(29) Index-based weather insurance pilot pro-

grams 
The Senate amendment authorizes $10 mil-

lion in each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018 
for the Corporation to conduct a pilot pro-
gram to provide financial assistance for pro-
ducers of underserved crops and livestock 
(including specialty crops) to purchase an 
index-based weather insurance product from 
a private insurance company. The Corpora-
tion may pay a portion of the premium but 
not in excess of 60 percent. The provision 
also provides certain eligibility require-
ments for providers, as well as procedures for 
administration of the pilot program. (Sec-
tion 11030) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with modifications. The sub-
stitute defines livestock to include cattle, 
sheep, swine, goats, poultry, and pasture, 
rangeland, and forage as a source of a feed 
for livestock. The substitute authorizes the 
Corporation to conduct two or more pilot 
programs to provide producers of under-
served specialty crops and livestock with 
index-based weather insurance. The sub-
stitute requires the Board of the FCIC to ap-
prove two or more policies or plans of insur-
ance of AIPs if the Board determines the 
pilot programs meet the requirements above 
and additional requirements that the AIPs 
must: have adequate experience under-
writing and administering the kinds of poli-
cies proposed under the pilot; have sufficient 
assets or reinsurance and have sufficient 

credit rating; and have applicable authority 
and approval from each state in which the 
policy will be offered. Pilot program applica-
tions submitted pursuant to this section are 
required to be reviewed in a manner con-
sistent with section 508(h) as well as the ac-
tuarial soundness requirements applied to 
other policies or plans of insurance. The sub-
stitute provides priority to pilot program 
policies that provide a new kind of coverage 
for specialty crops and livestock that have 
no available crop insurance or demonstrate 
low participation under available coverage. 
The substitute requires the Corporation to 
pay a percentage of premium, except that 
the premium support may not exceed 60 per-
cent of total premium. The substitute pre-
scribes the calculation of premium support 
and requires that the Corporation pay the 
premium support in the same manner and 
under the same terms and conditions as pre-
mium support for other policies. The Sub-
stitute authorizes A&O unless such costs are 
included in the premium but prohibits fed-
eral reinsurance, research and development 
cost reimbursement, or other reimburse-
ments or maintenance fees. The substitute 
provides that the AIP that submitted the 
pilot program may offer the policy exclu-
sively unless, in an exception to the prohibi-
tions on fees, another AIP agrees to pay 
agreed upon maintenance fees that are rea-
sonable and appropriate and the other AIP 
meets other eligibility requirements. The 
substitute requires the requirements of para-
graph (4) to be met notwithstanding con-
fidentiality requirements in paragraph (6). 
The substitute establishes oversight require-
ments, provides for confidentiality, and pro-
hibits any policy or plan of insurance to be 
approved if it is substantially similar to pri-
vately available hail insurance. The sub-
stitute provides $12.5 million for each fiscal 
year 2015 through 2018 with such amounts to 
be made available until expended. The sub-
stitute clarifies that these amounts for the 
pilot program are in addition to amounts 
made available under other provisions in the 
Act. (Section 11026) 

The Managers note that many producers of 
specialty crops and livestock are not ade-
quately served by the existing suite of crop 
insurance products and that alternative ap-
proaches, such as this provision, may be ap-
propriate to extend insurance coverage to 
those producers. Further, the Managers 
would urge the Corporation to use this pilot 
authority to develop new expertise and col-
lect as much information as possible about 
the future development and use the weather- 
based index insurance as a method for cov-
ering producers who are currently under-
served by existing crop insurance products. 
Consistent with the requirements of this sec-
tion, the Managers intend for RMA to look 
at states or regions where the level of crop 
insurance coverage for a particular com-
modity is significantly below the national 
average. 
(30) Enhancing producer self-help through farm 

financial benchmarking 
The Senate amendment adds ‘‘farm finan-

cial benchmarking’’ to the list of objectives 
under the partnerships authorized under sec-
tion 522(d) and the education and risk man-
agement assistance authorized under section 
524(a). (Section 11031) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 11027) 
(31) Limitation on premium subsidy based on av-

erage adjusted gross income 
The Senate amendment requires that, be-

ginning with the 2014 reinsurance year, the 
total amount of premium subsidy for addi-
tional coverage for any person or entity that 
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has an average adjusted gross income in ex-
cess of $750,000 be 15 percentage points less 
than the premium subsidy that would other-
wise be available for the applicable policy. 
This section would only take effect if the 
Secretary, in consultation with the Govern-
ment Accountability Office, finds that the 
limitation would not: (1) significantly in-
crease the amount of premium paid by pro-
ducers with a lower AGI; (2) result in a de-
cline in coverage available; and (3) increase 
the total cost of the federal crop insurance 
program. (Section 11033) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute deletes the Sen-
ate provision. 
(32) Agricultural management assistance, risk 

management education, and organic certifi-
cation cost share assistance 

The House bill eliminates tree plantings 
and soil erosion control from the list of ap-
proved uses, and permanently authorizes the 
Agricultural Management Assistance Pro-
gram at $10 million in mandatory money 
each fiscal year. It sets aside 30 percent to 
NRCS for conservation, 10 percent to the Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service for organic cer-
tification, and 60 percent to the Risk Man-
agement Agency for risk management. (Sec-
tion 2506) 

The Senate amendment eliminates the list 
of states eligible for agricultural manage-
ment assistance and specified uses for such 
assistance and authorizes Agricultural Man-
agement Assistance, Risk Management Edu-
cation, and Organic Certification Cost Share 
Assistance. The provision applies a payment 
limit of $50,000. The provision provides $23 
million in mandatory funding for each of fis-
cal years 2014 through 2018. (Section 11034) 

The Conference substitute deletes both the 
House and Senate provisions. 
(33) Technical amendments 

The House bill strikes the crop insurance 
coverage requirement to receive certain ben-
efits. The provision also eliminates the ex-
clusion from assistance for losses due to 
drought conditions under the Livestock For-
age Disaster Program. (Section 11024) 

The Senate amendment strikes the crop in-
surance coverage requirement to receive cer-
tain benefits. (Section 11036) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with amendments to clarify 
that premium subsidy for area revenue and 
area yield plans are separately provided for, 
and that the Corporation must provide no-
tice to Congress if it elects to renegotiate an 
SRA pursuant to section 508(k)(8)(A)(ii). 
(Section 11029) 
(34) Advance public notice of crop insurance 

policy and plan changes 
The House bill requires any changes to the 

terms and conditions of a policy to be pub-
lished in the Federal Register at least 60 
days before June 30 for fall planted crops and 
at least 60 days before November 30 for 
spring planted crops. (Section 11025) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute deletes the 
House provision. 
(35) Greater accessibility for crop insurance 

The Senate amendment requires that when 
issuing regulations and guidance relating to 
plans and policies of crop insurance, RMA 
and the Corporation use plain language, to 
the greatest extent practicable, as required 
under Executive Orders 12866 and 12988. The 
provision requires the Secretary to improve 
the website on which crop insurance infor-
mation is disseminated and to report to Con-
gress on efforts to accelerate compliance. 
(Section 11037) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute deletes the Sen-
ate provision. 
(36) GAO crop insurance fraud report 

The Senate amendment requires the Comp-
troller General of the United States, as soon 
as practicable after the date of enactment of 
this paragraph, to conduct and submit to 
Congress a report describing the results of a 
study regarding fraudulent claims filed and 
benefits provided under this subtitle. (Sec-
tion 11038) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute deletes the Sen-
ate provision. 

TITLE XII—MISCELLANEOUS 
SUBTITLE A—LIVESTOCK 

(1) Repeal of the National Sheep Industry Im-
provement Center 

The House bill repeals the National Sheep 
Industry Improvement Center. (Section 
12101) 

The Senate amendment moves the Sheep 
Center from the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act to the Agricultural 
Marketing Act of 1946. It establishes a com-
petitive grant program in the Agricultural 
Marketing Service to improve the sheep in-
dustry. It also provides $1,500,000 in Com-
modity Credit Corporation funds for fiscal 
year 2014, to remain available until ex-
pended. Additionally, the amendment in-
creases the amount of funds that can be used 
for administration from 3 percent to 10 per-
cent, and it eliminates the authorization of 
appropriations. (Section 12104) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 12102) 
(2) Repeal of certain regulations under the 

Packers and Stockyards Act, 1921 
The House bill repeals the requirement to 

promulgate regulations with respect to the 
Packers and Stockyards Act; repeals the def-
inition of additional capital investment; and 
prohibits enforcement of certain already pro-
mulgated regulations. (Section 12102) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(3) Country of origin labeling 

The House bill requires the Secretary to 
conduct an economic analysis of USDA’s 
March 12, 2013, proposed rule on country of 
origin labeling for beef, pork, and chicken. 
(Section 12105) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment to clar-
ify that the analysis should be conducted on 
USDA’s final version of the rule. (Section 
12104) 
(4) Repeal of duplicative catfish inspection pro-

gram 
The House bill repeals section 11016 of the 

2008 Farm Bill, thus no longer specifying cat-
fish as amenable species and eliminating the 
grading program. (Section 12107) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute amends section 
11016 of the 2008 Farm Bill by clarifying the 
definition of ‘‘catfish.’’ It also requires the 
Food Safety and Inspection Service (FSIS) 
and the Food and Drug Administration 
(FDA) to enter into a memorandum of under-
standing to ensure that inspections of dual 
jurisdiction facilities by the FSIS satisfy the 
requirements of the FDA, thereby preventing 
duplicative inspection oversight. (Section 
12106) 

It is the intent of the Managers to ensure 
the safety of the American food supply from 
food containing dangerous contaminants and 

banned substances. The Conference sub-
stitute amends section 11016 of the 2008 Farm 
Bill to address perceived concerns regarding 
duplication; to provide direction to the Sec-
retary regarding covered species; and to oth-
erwise expedite implementation. The Man-
agers are aware that the inappropriate and 
unregulated use of chemicals and veterinary 
drugs in aquaculture in some countries 
raises questions regarding health effects. 
There exists scientific evidence that dem-
onstrates that the use of substances such as 
malachite green, nitrofurans, 
fluoroquinolones, and gentian violet during 
the stages of production can result in contin-
ued presence in edible Siluriforme products. 
The Managers believe that continuous in-
spection of farm-raised fish species is a le-
gitimate tool to address these concerns. The 
Managers believe that the catfish inspection 
program authorized in the 2008 farm bill is 
consistent with the principles of most-fa-
vored-nation and national treatment, in that 
U.S. and foreign producers, processors, and 
products would be treated equally. There-
fore, implementation of the program should 
proceed, as it upholds World Trade Organiza-
tion responsibilities. 

The Managers are aware of claims that im-
plementation of the 2008 mandate has been 
delayed due to confusion related to the defi-
nition of catfish to be utilized by the FSIS. 
The Conference substitute clarifies this defi-
nition in a manner that achieves consistency 
in the application of the program and avoids 
arbitrary or unjustifiable distinctions in the 
level of inspection. 

While the Managers fundamentally dis-
agree with claims that a transfer of responsi-
bility from one Federal agency to another 
somehow duplicates government oversight, 
the Managers are nevertheless sensitive to 
historical examples of bureaucratic jurisdic-
tional conflict and have taken steps to ad-
dress this concern. Specifically, the con-
ference substitute directs the FSIS and FDA 
to exercise their existing authority to enter 
into a memorandum of understanding to im-
prove interagency cooperation and to ensure 
that inspections of dual jurisdiction facili-
ties by the FSIS satisfy the requirements of 
the FDA, thereby negating any requirement 
(real or perceived) for duplicative inspection 
oversight. Moreover, FSIS should work in 
collaboration with FDA to improve analysis 
and share information with regard to risk. 
The Managers are dissatisfied that the im-
plementation process has already exceeded 5 
years and see no barrier to FSIS completing 
this MOU and fully implementing the under-
lying inspection mandate within 60 days 
from the date of enactment of this Act. (Sec-
tion 12106) 
(5) National Poultry Improvement Program 

The House bill requires the Secretary to 
administer the surveillance program for low 
pathogenic avian influenza for commercial 
poultry without amending the regulations 
for the governance of the General Conference 
Committee. Requires that the funding levels 
stay at FY 2013 levels. (Section 12108) 

The Senate amendment requires the Sec-
retary to continue to administer the avian 
influenza surveillance program in commer-
cial poultry through NPIP. Requires the Sec-
retary to ensure it meets any relevant stand-
ards established by WTO. (Section 12107) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment chang-
ing ‘‘Program’’ to ‘‘Plan’’ in the Section 
heading. (Section 12107) 
(6) Report on bovine tuberculosis in Texas 

The House bill requires the Secretary to 
submit a report on the incidence of bovine 
tuberculosis in Texas from January 1, 1997 to 
December 31, 2013. (Section 12109) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 
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The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-

ate provision. 
(7) Economic fraud in wild and farm-raised sea-

food 
The House bill requires the Secretary to 

submit a report to Congress on the economic 
implications for consumers, fishermen, and 
aquaculturists of fraud and mislabeling of 
wild and farm-raised seafood. The report 
must be submitted within 180 days. (Section 
12110) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(8) Feral swine eradication pilot program 

The Senate amendment establishes a pilot 
program to study the extent of damage 
caused by feral swine and to develop methods 
to eradicate or control and to restore dam-
age cause by feral swine. The amendment in-
cludes a 75 percent Federal cost-share, and it 
authorizes $2 million in appropriated funds 
for each of fiscal years 2014 through 2018. 
(Section 12105) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision, authority expires. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment revises the language as a Sense 
of Congress urging the Secretary of Agri-
culture to recognize the threat feral swine 
pose to the agricultural industry and to 
prioritize eradication of feral swine. (Section 
12108) 
SUBTITLE B—SOCIALLY DISADVANTAGED PRO-

DUCERS AND LIMITED RESOURCE PRODUCERS 
(9) Socially Disadvantaged Farmers and Ranch-

ers Policy Research Center 
The House bill requires the Secretary to 

establish a center for developing policy rec-
ommendations for the protection and pro-
motion of the interests of socially disadvan-
taged farmers and ranchers. (Section 12203) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House, but uses a competitive grant pro-
gram. (Section 12002) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 12203) 
(10) Receipt for or denial of service from certain 

Department of Agriculture agencies 
The House bill requires USDA to provide a 

receipt for service to all persons requesting a 
benefit offered by the Department. (Section 
12204) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 12204) 

SUBTITLE C—OTHER MISC. PROVISIONS 
(11) Program benefit eligibility status for partici-

pants in high plains water study 
The House bill amends Section 2901 to pro-

hibit ineligibility for program benefits under 
the Federal Agriculture Reform and Risk 
Management Act of 2013 or an amendment 
made by that Act. (Section 12302) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 12302) 

The Managers recognize that the ongoing 
depletion of the Ogallala Aquifer is an acute 
concern for the eight States that depend on 
it for agricultural, domestic, industrial uses, 
and other uses. This provision will allow ag-
ricultural producers to participate in a one- 
time study of aquifer recharge potential that 
will help inform State and local water con-
servation investment and policy to aid in 
managing this critical aquifer. The study is 
narrowly focused on a small number of playa 
lakes situated on agricultural land over the 
Ogallala Aquifer. 

Playas are temporary wetlands unique to 
the High Plains of North America, num-

bering more than 60,000. Playas not only 
serve as the primary source of recharge for 
the Ogallala Aquifer, they are the most im-
portant wetland type for wildlife in this re-
gion. The Managers encourage the Depart-
ment to further recognize the importance of 
playas through increased communication to 
landowners of the benefits of playas and con-
servation programs available. The Managers 
also encourage the Department to work with 
the Playa Lakes Joint Venture to enhance 
the use of such programs like CRP to help 
ensure the protection of playas. 
(12) Military Veterans Agricultural Liaison 

The House bill authorizes the position and 
duties of a Military Veterans Agricultural 
Liaison at the Department of Agriculture. 
(Section 12304) 

The Senate amendment provides the Liai-
son the additional authority to enter into 
contracts or cooperative agreements with 
the research centers of the Agricultural Re-
search Service, institutions of higher edu-
cation or nonprofit organizations for specific 
purposes. (Section 12201) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 12304) 
(13) Prohibition on keeping GSA leased cars 

overnight 
The House bill prohibits Farm Service 

Agency employees that are issued govern-
ment cars from taking the cars home over-
night unless they are on official travel in-
volving per diem. (Section 12305) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(14) Noninsured Crop Assistance Program 

The House bill allows producers to obtain 
NAP coverage that is equivalent to addi-
tional coverage provided under subsections 
(c) and (h) of the Federal Crop Insurance Act 
except the coverage level may not exceed 65 
percent. The provision expands availability 
of NAP coverage for crops for which coverage 
under subsections (c) and (h) of the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act are not available and 
specifically includes sweet sorghum and bio-
mass sorghum. The provision establishes a 
premium payment and application deadline 
date and requires the changes to NAP to be-
come effective beginning with the 2015 crop. 
(Section 12306) 

The Senate amendment is similar to the 
House provision except the provision ex-
cludes crops and grasses used for grazing, as 
well as ferns and tropical fish. The provision 
increases NAP fees per crop per county, per 
producer per county, and the maximum fee 
amount. The provision provides additional 
availability of NAP with respect to pro-
ducers suffering losses to their 2012 annual 
fruit crop grown on a bush or tree and pro-
ducers suffering losses in a county covered 
by a Secretarial disaster declaration due to 
freeze and frost. The provision is repealed ef-
fective October 1, 2018 upon which date the 
provision shall be construed to have never 
been enacted, except the exclusions from 
coverage provided under the provision are 
made permanent. (Section 12204) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision except that crops and grasses 
for grazing may receive NAP coverage equiv-
alent to CAT coverage but not additional 
coverage; sweet sorghum and biomass sor-
ghum, including that which is grown for 
biofuels, renewable electricity, or biobased 
products is covered under NAP; the Sec-
retary may waive the fees with respect to 
CAT equivalent NAP for beginning, limited 
resource, and socially disadvantaged farmers 
and these producers pay 50 percent less than 
otherwise required for additional coverage 
NAP; the applicable pay limit is included in 

the calculation of premium; the effective pe-
riod for the provision is for the 2014 through 
2018 crop years; and the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Act is amended to exclude CAT cov-
erage for crops and grasses uses for grazing. 
(Section 12305) 

The Managers would observe that NAP is 
made available with respect to crops for 
which crop insurance has not yet been made 
available. The Managers stress that it is the 
objective of Congress that all crops, to the 
maximum extent practicable and unless oth-
erwise provided for in law, should ultimately 
be covered by crop insurance, rather than 
NAP, where producers pay actuarially sound 
premiums in consideration for coverage and 
where private sector delivery has proven 
very effective. The Managers intend that the 
additional financial resources and the ad-
justments to the policy submission process 
under section 508(h), the research and devel-
opment process, and the pilot program proc-
ess will achieve this goal. 
(15) Ensuring high standards for agency use of 

scientific information 
The House bill requires federal agencies, 

by January 1, 2014, to have in effect guide-
lines to ensure and to maximize the quality, 
objectivity, utility, and integrity of the sci-
entific information upon which the agencies 
rely. It prohibits any policy decision issued 
by an agency after January 1, 2014, from tak-
ing effect unless such agency has in effect 
guidelines for use of scientific information 
that have been approved by the Director of 
the White House Office of Science and Tech-
nology Policy. (Section 12307) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(16) Evaluation required for purposes of prohibi-

tion on closure or relocation of county office 
for the FSA 

The House bill requires a workload assess-
ment before any Farm Service Agency coun-
ty office closures take place. (Section 12308) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(17) Acer Access and Development Program 

The House bill authorizes grants to state 
and tribal governments and research institu-
tions for the purpose of promoting the do-
mestic maple syrup industry. It authorizes 
$20 million in appropriated funds for each of 
fiscal years 2014 through 2018. (Section 12309) 

The Senate amendment does not specify 
that the grants are run on a competitive 
basis and does not include research institu-
tions as eligible for receiving grants. It au-
thorizes appropriations for fiscal years 2014 
and 2015. (Section 12208) 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 12306) 
(18) Regulatory review by the Secretary of Agri-

culture 
The House bill requires the Secretary of 

Agriculture to review publications that pro-
vide notice of Environmental Protection 
Agency guidance, policy, memorandums, 
regulations or statements, for significant 
impacts on agricultural entities and then 
take certain, specified action. (Section 12310) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment authorizes a standing agri-
culture-related committee to provide sci-
entific and technical advice to the science 
advisory committee and a report to Congress 
regarding the activities of the committee. 
(Section 12307) 

The Managers expect the Administrator to 
consider requests received from the House 
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Committee on Agriculture or the Senate 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and 
Forestry in regard to issues or questions 
that the Committees believe merit action by 
the agriculture-related standing committee. 
(19) Animal fighting venture 

The House bill amends Section 26(a)(1) of 
the Animal Welfare Act to prohibit know-
ingly attending an animal fighting venture 
or causing a minor to attend an animal 
fighting venture. Penalties are covered by 
existing authorities in 18 U.S.C. 49. (Section 
12311) 

The Senate amendment is the same as the 
House. It confirms that penalties for viola-
tions are prescribed and enforced. The 
amendment sets the penalty for each viola-
tion for attending an animal fighting ven-
ture. It also sets the penalty for causing a 
minor to attend an animal fighting venture. 
(Section 12209) 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment changes the age of a minor from 
a person under the age of 18 years old to a 
person under the age of 16 years old. (Section 
12308) 

The Conference substitute amends the Ani-
mal Welfare Act by providing ‘‘that a dealer 
or exhibitor shall not be required to obtain a 
license as a dealer or exhibitor under this 
Act if the size of business is determined by 
the Secretary to be de minimus.’’ By lim-
iting the scope of dealers and exhibitors who 
are required to obtain a license, the con-
ference substitute allows the Secretary of 
Agriculture to focus the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture Animal and Plant Health Inspec-
tion Service’s limited budget and inspection 
and enforcement staff on entities that pose 
the greatest risks to animal welfare and pub-
lic safety. USDA has found that no license is 
required for small-scale breeders of certain 
animals (i.e., those that maintain four or 
fewer breeding cats and dogs and who sell 
only the offspring of those animals which 
were born and raised on the premises for pets 
or exhibition) and the Conference substitute 
codifies this exemption, allowing USDA to 
determine that animal breeders who raise 
animals on their own premises need not ob-
tain a license if the number of animals they 
breed or sell, or the gross annual dollar 
amounts earned from such activities, are so 
minor as to merit disregard. The Managers 
continue to recognize the importance of en-
suring that all animals bred, transported, 
and sold in (or substantially affecting) inter-
state commerce are humanely treated. The 
Conference substitute also allows USDA to 
determine that certain exhibition businesses 
are de minimus. An exhibitor’s business 
must not be considered de minimus merely 
because the facility operates as a non-profit 
corporation, nor is the exhibition of a small 
number of dangerous animals (including, but 
not limited to, big cats, bears, wolves, 
nonhuman primates, or elephants) de mini-
mus. 

The Managers expect APHIS to complete 
this rulemaking expeditiously and would 
suggest a timeframe not to exceed one year 
from the date of enactment in order that the 
agency begin receiving the benefit the policy 
provides related to resource allocation. Fur-
thermore, by freeing up resources and more 
effectively focusing its regulatory program, 
the Managers observe that this policy elimi-
nates a direct obstacle to lifting the stay on 
the agency’s contingency rule and issuance 
of the proposed rule to regulate bird dealers 
and exhibitors, and expect action to be taken 
on these rules without delay. 

The Animal Welfare Act (AWA or the Act, 
7 U.S.C. 2131 et seq.) seeks to ensure the hu-
mane handling, care, treatment, and trans-
portation of certain animals that are sold at 

wholesale and retail for use in research fa-
cilities, for exhibition purposes, or for use as 
pets by means of federal licensing and in-
spection. A revised definition of retail pet 
store included in the Final Rule published by 
USDA on September 10, 2013, and effective 
November 18, 2013, restored and amended the 
exemption in § 2.1(a)(3)(vii) so that any per-
son including, but not limited to, purebred 
dog or cat fanciers, who maintains a total of 
four or fewer breeding female dogs, cats, and/ 
or small exotic or wild mammals, and who 
sells, at retail, only the offspring of these 
dogs, cats, and/or small exotic or wild mam-
mals, which were born and raised on his or 
her premises, for pets or exhibition, and is 
not otherwise required to obtain a license, is 
also considered a retail pet store for regu-
latory purposes. 

The Managers are aware of confusion 
among the regulated industry and request 
clarification of two principles pertaining to 
the sale of pets: (1) Current regulatory lan-
guage uses the term ‘‘breeding female’’ 
which does not appear in statute and thus 
lacks statutory direction. The Managers 
urge APHIS to clarify that only those female 
animals capable of reproduction and actively 
being used in a breeding program qualify as 
breeding females. (2) The Managers also rec-
ommend clarifying that USDA oversight of 
such sales pertains to those transactions in 
interstate commerce as provided for under 
the Commerce Clause (U.S. Const. amend. I, 
§ 8.)] [and as referenced in § 2132(c) of the Ani-
mal Welfare Act and regulated under author-
ity of the United States department of Agri-
culture]. 
(20) Prohibition against interference by state 

and local governments with production or 
manufacture or items in other states 

The House bill prohibits any state or local 
government from setting standards or condi-
tions on the production or manufacture of 
agricultural products and preventing inter-
state sales of such agricultural products. The 
term ‘‘agricultural product’’ is as defined in 
the Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946. (Sec-
tion 12312) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(21) Increased protection for agricultural inter-

ests in the Missouri River basin 
The House bill directs the Secretary to 

take action to promote immediate increased 
flood protection to agricultural interests in 
the Missouri River basin. (Section 12313) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(22) Increased protection for agricultural inter-

ests in the Black Dirt region 
The House bill directs the Secretary to 

take action to promote immediate increased 
flood protection for agricultural interest 
around the Wallkill River and the Black Dirt 
region. (Section 12314) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(23) Protection of honey bees and other polli-

nators 
The House bill requires the Secretary to 

carry out activities to protect and ensure 
the long-term viability of populations of 
honey bees, wild bees, and other beneficial 
insects of agricultural crops, horticultural 
plants, wild plants, and other plants. The bill 
directs the Secretary to establish a task 
force to coordinate Federal efforts address-
ing the decline in bee health and assess Fed-
eral efforts to mitigate pollinator loss. It re-

quires the Secretary to report to Congress 
within 180 days from the date of enactment. 
The Secretary may conduct feasibility stud-
ies to consider relocating and modernizing 
pollinator research labs. (Section 12315) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(24) Produce represented as grown in the US 

when it is not in fact grown in the US 
The House bill requires the Secretary to 

provide technical assistance to U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection for identifying 
produce that is falsely represented as grown 
in the United States. Requires the Secretary 
to submit to the Agriculture Committees a 
report on produce represented as grown in 
the US. (Section 12316) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. (Section 12309) 
(25) Urban agricultural coordination 

The House bill requires the Secretary to 
compile a list of programs for which urban 
farmers can apply, to adjust programs to en-
able urban farmers to participate, and to 
streamline the process for urban farmer par-
ticipation. (Section 12317) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 

Urban agriculture may include the use of 
backyard, roof-top, and balcony gardening, 
community gardening in vacant lots and 
parks, roadside urban fringe agriculture and 
livestock grazing in open space. 

The Managers are aware of the importance 
of urban agriculture to many urban resi-
dents, and its potential for increased entre-
preneurship, work opportunities, access to 
nutritious food, and improved quality of life. 

The Managers are also aware that USDA 
has a number of resources and tools avail-
able that are applicable to urban farmers. 
The Managers encourage the Secretary to 
ensure that relevant USDA employees are 
knowledgeable regarding ways in which 
urban farmers can participate in their pro-
grams and include urban farmers in their on-
going outreach efforts to build awareness of 
the assistance and services that USDA can 
offer. 

The Managers also encourage USDA to 
consider additional ways to expand its sup-
port of urban agriculture, which may take 
the form of economic analysis, statistical re-
ports, dissemination of best practices, in ad-
dition to the vast quantity of knowledge and 
assistance already available through USDA’s 
research, education and extension programs. 
(26) Sense of Congress on increased business op-

portunities for black farmers, women, mi-
norities, and small business 

The House bill includes the sense of Con-
gress that the Federal Government should 
increase the number of contracts awarded to 
black farmers, businesses owned and con-
trolled by women, businesses owned and con-
trolled by minorities, and small business 
concerns. (Section 12318) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 

The Managers expect the Secretary to con-
tinue efforts to ensure that women and mi-
nority owned and controlled businesses and 
small businesses have the opportunity to do 
business with the Department of Agri-
culture. The Conference Substitute con-
tinues efforts to ensure that socially-dis-
advantaged, beginning, and limited resource 
farmers and ranchers are aware of the pro-
grams and services available to them 
through USDA offices and initiatives. 
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(27) Sense of Congress on agricultural security 

problems 

The House bill includes the sense of Con-
gress that nutrients and chemicals play an 
important role in agricultural production. 
The Secretary should coordinate with the 
Department of Homeland Security to de-
velop regulations and procedures to handle 
these agricultural chemicals. (Section 12319) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 

Federal agencies have recently proposed a 
number of regulations in an effort to secure 
potentially dangerous amounts of chemical 
ingredients without hampering legitimate 
use in commercial grade fertilizers. While 
the Managers support regulations to prop-
erly secure, store and handle such ingredi-
ents, there are valid concerns that proposed 
regulations could unnecessarily impede 
American farmers’ access to essential crop 
input products. 

The Managers remind the Office of Home-
land Security and Emergency Coordination 
within the Department of Agriculture’s Of-
fice of the Secretary to actively work with 
the Federal departments and agencies re-
sponsible for the development and implemen-
tation of security programs that affect the 
availability, storage, transportation and use 
of a variety of chemicals and products used 
in agriculture. 

The Managers recommend that the Office 
regularly engage with the Federal agencies 
responsible for establishing security pro-
grams to ensure they have the information 
necessary from manufacturers, retailers of 
crop input products, and the general farm 
community to develop procedures for effec-
tive security administration and enforce-
ment while minimizing the potential for ad-
verse impact on domestic agricultural pro-
ductivity. 

(28) Report on water sharing 

The House bill requires the Secretary of 
State to submit a report to Congress on 
Mexico’s Rio Grande water deliveries to the 
U.S., and the benefits to the U.S. of coopera-
tion with Mexico on reservoir conservation 
in the Colorado River basin. The report is 
due 120 days from the date of enactment. 
(Section 12320) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment to 
strike from the report the paragraph relat-
ing to the benefits to the U.S. (Section 12310) 

(29) Scientific and economic analysis of the FDA 
Food Safety Modernization Act 

The House bill requires the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to provide a sci-
entific economic analysis for the Food Safe-
ty Modernization Act (FSMA) before enforc-
ing final regulations and to report to the Ag-
riculture Committees on the impact of im-
plementation of FSMA one year after date of 
enactment of the Farm Bill. (Section 12321) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment eliminates the prohibition of en-
forcement of the regulations and instead 
simply requires the Secretary, when pub-
lishing the final rule on Standards for the 
Growing, Harvesting, Packing, and Holding 
of Produce for Human Consumption, to in-
clude analysis of the information used in 
promulgating the final rule; an analysis on 
the economic impact of the rule; and a plan 
to evaluate any impacts and respond to pro-
ducer concerns. The amendment further lim-
its the reporting requirement from an an-

nual report on the FDA Food Safety Mod-
ernization Act to two reports on the plan to 
evaluate the impact of the produce provi-
sions and the evaluation and response to 
concerns, specifically. (Section 12311) 
(30) Improved Department of Agriculture consid-

eration of economic impact of regulation on 
small business 

The House bill requires the Secretary to 
complete the procedures consistent with 5 
U.S.C. 609(b) when it promulgates any rule 
that will have a significant economic impact 
on small entities. (Section 12322) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(31) Silvicultural activities 

The House bill restores the specified sil-
vicultural activities to nonpoint source sta-
tus by exempting the listed activities from 
permits and the discretionary authority of 
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
under section 402(p)(6) of the Clean Water 
Act (CWA). (Section 12323) 

The Senate bill contains no comparable 
provisions. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision with an amendment. The 
amendment clarifies that the exemption ap-
plies to permits but does not extend to other 
authorities, including CWA section 402(p)(6). 
It further provides that the specific silvicul-
tural activities are excluded from citizen en-
forcement actions under section 505(a) of the 
CWA (Section 12313) 

The managers believe that that substitute 
will help resolve legal and economic uncer-
tainty, and also help ensure that forests con-
tinue to provide important public benefits, 
like good paying jobs, renewable consumer 
products, and outdoor recreational opportu-
nities. 

The Conference substitute provides legal 
and economic certainty by codifying the 
EPA’s long-standing policy that the specified 
silvicultural activities do not require a Na-
tional Pollutant Discharge Elimination Sys-
tem (NPDES) permit. The amendment ex-
plicitly excludes the specified activities from 
the NPDES permit requirement. The sub-
stitute also recognizes that these activities 
are standard industry practice, which refers 
to normal silviculture as practiced in each 
state. 

The substitute leaves EPA authority to 
take measures regarding these activities if 
future circumstances demonstrate the need 
to address adverse impacts to water quality 
caused by point source discharges of 
stormwater from silvicultural activities. The 
Managers expect the Agency to exercise this 
authority based on identified threats to 
water quality. 

The Conference substitute amends the sav-
ings provisions. The House bill reiterated 
clarification provided in the EPA 
Silviculture Rule that the amendment does 
not affect the regulation of dredged and fill 
discharges under CWA section 404. The Man-
agers clarify that nothing in the provision 
should be construed to affect any existing 
NPDES permit requirement, nor should it be 
construed to affect any other application of 
Federal law to these activities. 

By defining these silvicultural activities as 
nonpoint sources in 1976, EPA effectively ex-
cluded them from citizen enforcement ac-
tions under CWA section 505. The Conference 
substitute recognizes this by excluding any 
program adopted by EPA under section 
402(p)(6) for the specified silvicultural activi-
ties from citizen enforcement actions under 
CWA section 505. The Managers ensure that 
no EPA measure adopted to address runoff 
associated with the specified silvicultural 
activities as expressly described in this sec-

tion will be considered an effluent limitation 
subject to citizen enforcement actions under 
CWA section 505. 
(32) Applicability of spill prevention, control, 

and countermeasure rule 
The House bill amends the volume thresh-

old that would require a Professional Engi-
neer to certify a Spill Prevention, Control, 
and Countermeasure (SPCC) plan to farms 
with individual aboveground storage tanks 
larger than 10,000 gallons, aggregate above-
ground storage of greater than 42,000 gallons, 
or a history of spills. Farms with aggregate 
aboveground storage of more than 10,000 gal-
lons, but less than 42,000 gallons, and no spill 
history may self-certify. Farms with less 
than 10,000 gallons and no spill history are 
exempt from all SPCC requirements. For cal-
culating aboveground storage capacity, con-
tainers on separate parcels of less than 1,320 
gallons and containers approved by FDA for 
livestock feed are exempt. (Section 12324) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(33) Agricultural producer information disclo-

sure 
The House bill prohibits the Environ-

mental Protection Agency (EPA) from pub-
licly disclosing names, telephone numbers, 
email addresses, physical addresses, GPS co-
ordinates, or other identifying information 
of any owner, operator, or employee of an ag-
ricultural or livestock operation. The prohi-
bition does not apply when: (1) information 
is in a statistical or aggregated form at the 
county or higher level; (2) the producer con-
sents; or (3) a state agency has the authority 
to collect data. EPA is prohibited from re-
quiring information disclosure for the pur-
poses of the approval of a permit, practice, 
or program administered by the agency. 
(Section 12325) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(34) Report on National Ocean Policy 

The House bill requires that the Inspector 
General of USDA submit to the Agriculture 
Committees, within 90 days after enactment, 
a report on the activities and resources ex-
pended on Executive Order 13547 since July 
19, 2010. The report shall include any budget 
requests for FY2014 for the implementation 
of the executive order. (Section 12326) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(35) Sunsetting of programs 

The House bill sunsets all discretionary 
programs in the Farm Bill upon expiration of 
the five-year authorization. (Section 12327) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 
(36) Information gathering 

The Senate amendment requires the dis-
closure of information to state and local 
agencies or subdivisions as needed to imple-
ment state programs. Information can only 
be used by the state and is not subject to cit-
izen request. (Section 12202) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the 
House provision. 
(37) Bioenergy coverage in noninsured crop as-

sistance program 
The Senate amendment adds industrial 

crops grown expressly for the purpose of pro-
ducing a feedstock for renewable biofuel, re-
newable electricity, or biobased products to 
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the list of included crops under the Non-
insured Crop Assistance Program. (Section 
12205) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. (Section 12305) 

(38) Pima Cotton Trust Fund 

The Senate amendment establishes a trust 
fund in the Treasury, funded through appro-
priations, for the Secretary to make pay-
ments to nationally recognized associations 
that promote pima cotton use, yarn spinners 
who produced ring spun cotton from January 
1, 1998 to December 21, 2003, and manufactur-
ers who cut and sew cotton shirts and used 
imported cotton fabric from January 1, 1998 
through July 1, 2003. Payments to spinners 
and manufacturers are based on a production 
ratio and must be certified through affidavit. 
(Section 12210) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment alters the funding mechanism 
for the Trust Fund to use funds from the 
Commodity Credit Corporation. (Section 
12314) 

(39) Agricultural Wool Apparel Manufacturers 
Trust Fund 

The Senate amendment establishes a trust 
fund in the Treasury, funded through appro-
priations, for the Secretary to make pay-
ments to eligible manufacturers under para-
graphs (3) and (6) of section 4002(c) of the 
Wool Suit and Textile Trade Extension Act 
of 2004. Payments are to be made to eligible 
manufacturers for years 2010–2013, no later 
than 30 days after funds are transferred to 
the trust fund. For years 2014–2019, payments 
are to be made no later than April 15 of the 
year of payment. (Section 12211) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision with an amendment. The 
amendment alters the funding mechanism 
for the Trust Fund to use funds from the 
Commodity Credit Corporation. (Section 
12315) 

(40) Citrus Disease Research and Development 
Trust Fund 

The Senate amendment establishes a trust 
fund in the Treasury, funded through appro-
priations, for the Secretary to make pay-
ments to entities engaged in 1) scientific re-
search on diseases and pests; 2) the dissemi-
nation and commercialization of relevant in-
formation, techniques, or technology to 
solve citrus production disease or pest prob-
lems; and 3) the Citrus Disease Research and 
Development Trust Fund Advisory Board, if 
established. The Citrus Advisory Board 
would have five members from Florida, three 
from Arizona or California, and one from 
Texas. Not more than 5 percent of the Citrus 
Trust Fund may be used for the operations of 
the advisory board. The Secretary shall give 
strong deference to funding research projects 
on the proximity of citrus producers and the 
effects of such diseases as huanglongbing 
(citrus greening). (Section 12212) 

The House bill contains no comparable pro-
vision. 

The Conference substitute amends and 
moves this provision to Title VII. (Sections 
7103 & 7306) 

SUBTITLE D—CHESAPEAKE BAY 
ACCOUNTABILITY AND RECOVERY 

(41) Chesapeake Bay Accountability Act of 2013 

The House bill requires the Director of 
OMB to submit to Congress a crosscut budg-
et on federal and state restoration activities 
in the Chesapeake Bay. It requires the Ad-

ministrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) to develop a plan to provide 
assistance to Chesapeake Bay States to em-
ploy adaptive management in carrying out 
restoration activities. The Administrator 
shall update the plan every two years and re-
port annually to Congress on the implemen-
tation of the plan. The amendment also re-
quires the Administrator to appoint an Inde-
pendent Evaluator to review and report on 
restoration activities and the use of adaptive 
management in the Chesapeake Bay water-
shed. (Section 12401) 

The Senate amendment contains no com-
parable provision. 

The Conference substitute adopts the Sen-
ate provision. 

The Managers continue to support the ef-
forts of farmers in the Chesapeake Bay wa-
tershed to reduce nutrient and sediment run-
off. The Managers made significant invest-
ments in Title II programs aimed at pro-
viding financial and technical assistance to 
producers within the watershed. The Man-
agers note the newly-created Regional Con-
servation Partnership Program which will 
provide USDA additional authorities to pro-
mote conservation practices within the wa-
tershed. 
COMPLIANCE WITH RULES OF THE 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES AND 
SENATE REGARDING EARMARKS AND 
CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTED SPENDING 
ITEMS 
Pursuant to clause 9 of rule XXI of the 

Rules of the House of Representatives and 
Rule XLIV of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, neither this conference report nor the 
accompanying joint statement of managers 
contains any congressional earmarks, con-
gressionally directed spending items, limited 
tax benefits, or limited tariff benefits, as de-
fined in such rules. 
From the Committee on Agriculture, for 
consideration of the House amendment and 
the Senate amendment, and modifications 
committed to conference: 

FRANK D. LUCAS, 
RANDY NEUGEBAUER, 
MIKE ROGERS of Alabama, 
MICHAEL K. CONAWAY, 
GLENN THOMPSON of 

Pennsylvania, 
AUSTIN SCOTT, 
ERIC A. ‘‘RICK’’ CRAWFORD, 
MARTHA ROBY, 
KRISTI L. NOEM, 
JEFF DENHAM, 
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, 
COLLIN C. PETERSON, 
MIKE MCINTYRE, 
JIM COSTA, 
TIMOTHY J. WALZ, 
KURT SCHRADER, 
SUZAN K. DELBENE, 
GLORIA NEGRETE MCLEOD, 
FILEMON VELA, 

From the Committee on Foreign Affairs, for 
consideration of title III of the House amend-
ment, and title III of the Senate amendment, 
and modifications committed to conference: 

EDWARD R. ROYCE, 
TOM MARINO, 
ELIOT L. ENGEL, 

From the Committee on Ways and Means, for 
consideration of secs. 1207 and 1301 of the 
House amendment, and secs. 1301, 1412, 1435, 
and 4204 of the Senate amendment, and 
modifications committed to conference: 

DAVE CAMP, 
SAM JOHNSON of Texas, 

For consideration of the House amendment 
and the Senate amendment, and modifica-
tions committed to conference: 

STEVE SOUTHERLAND, II, 
MARCIA L. FUDGE, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

DEBBIE STABENOW, 
PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
TOM HARKIN, 
MAX BAUCUS, 
SHERROD BROWN, 
AMY KLOBUCHAR, 
MICHAEL F. BENNET, 
THAD COCHRAN, 
SAXBY CHAMBLISS, 
JOHN BOOZMAN, 
JOHN HOEVEN, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

f 

SNAP CUTS IN THE FARM BILL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HUDSON). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO) for 30 min-
utes. 

Ms. DELAURO. First, let me say 
thank you to my colleagues who are 
leaving the floor for your great work 
on the issue of wage stagnation and the 
inability for upward mobility for peo-
ple in this Nation. You have done a 
great service here tonight with laying 
out what the facts are. What we need 
to do is to be able to increase people’s 
income and, therefore, give them the 
economic wherewithal to take care of 
themselves and their families and have 
a road to economic security. So I 
thank you very, very much. 

I also want to say a thank you to my 
colleague from Rhode Island, Congress-
man CICILLINE, who will join me in this 
30-minute Special Order for tonight. 

Tonight, I want to talk about the se-
vere and immoral cuts being made to 
anti-hunger and nutrition programs, 
and particularly the continuation of 
devastating food stamp cuts being 
made in the proposed conference farm 
bill. We have said here that food 
stamps—food stamps—are an economic 
safety net. 

As written, the farm bill would force 
850,000 households—1.7 million men, 
women, children and veterans across 
America—to go hungry, even while 
wealthy agri-businesses continue to get 
generous crop subsidies. Low-income 
seniors, working poor families with 
children, and individuals with disabil-
ities would be particularly impacted by 
the cruel cuts in this bill. 

Meanwhile, the conference has de-
cided to reopen the loopholes that the 
House of Representatives, in a bipar-
tisan way, closed; and those loopholes 
as they reopen them will make sure 
that millionaires and billionaires are 
getting crop subsidies. One has to ask 
the question, Who are we working for 
here? In effect, this is reverse Robin 
Hood legislation. It steals food from 
the poor to help pay crop subsidies to 
the rich. And when I see Members sup-
porting the immoral cuts in this legis-
lation, Mr. Speaker, I have to wonder if 
some people in this institution have 
really lost their perspective and under-
stand why we are here and what our 
moral responsibility is. 

Across this country—this great coun-
try—nearly 50 million Americans, in-
cluding over 16 million children, are 
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struggling with hunger right now. 
Think for a moment about what that 
means. In 1974, a writer at Time maga-
zine explained it this way: 

The victim of starvation burns up his own 
body fats, muscles and tissues for fuel. His 
body quite literally consumes itself and de-
teriorates rapidly. The kidneys, liver and en-
docrine system often cease to function prop-
erly. A shortage of carbohydrates, which 
play a vital role in brain chemistry, affects 
the mind. Lassitude and confusion set in, so 
that starvation victims often seem unaware 
of their plight. 

That is what we are talking about 
here. Hunger is agonizing. It is a curse. 
We are talking about men and women 
experiencing real physical torment, 
children who cannot concentrate in 
school because all they can think 
about is food. Seniors are forced to de-
cide, in this virulent winter season, 
this polar vortex that we talked about, 
whether or not they will go hungry or 
whether or not they will go cold. 

This is a problem all across this land. 
The estimates of Americans at risk of 
going hungry, here in the land of plen-
ty, are appalling. In my Connecticut 
district, nearly one in seven households 
is not sure if they can afford enough 
food to feed their families. In Mis-
sissippi, 24.5 percent suffer food hard-
ship. That is nearly one in four people. 
In West Virginia and Kentucky, 22 per-
cent, one in five people, suffer food 
hardship; in Ohio, nearly 20 percent; 
and in California, just over 19 percent. 

The continued existence of hunger in 
America is a disgrace and, quite frank-
ly, an indictment of this institution. 
As the late Senator George McGovern, 
a champion against hunger, wrote: 

The Earth has enough knowledge and re-
sources to eradicate this ancient scourge. 
Hunger has plagued the world for thousands 
of years. But ending it is a great moral im-
perative now more than ever before, because 
for the first time humanity has the instru-
ments at hand to defeat this cruel enemy at 
a very reasonable cost. We have the ability 
to provide food for all within the next three 
decades. 

b 2030 
Or as President John F. Kennedy put 

it: 
We have the ability, we have the means, 

and we have the capacity to eliminate hun-
ger from the face of the Earth. We need only 
the will. 

Mr. Speaker, that will seems to be 
lacking in the Congress right now. In-
stead of working to end hunger for 
good, this farm bill takes food from the 
plates of 1.7 million Americans. And 
again, we are talking about seniors, 
veterans, children, families who are 
playing by the rules and many of whom 
are working full-time, all the time. 

The farm bill, this one that is being 
proposed, would force Americans to go 
hungry. And at the same time, the con-
ference has chosen, against the will of 
the House and the Senate, to reopen 
loopholes and strip out payment limits 
so that millionaires and wealthy agri-
businesses can continue to get hand-
outs. 

It is unconscionable what has hap-
pened here. On its own cognizance, and 

in violation of the congressional rule 
that provisions passed by both bodies 
should not be changed, the conference 
more than doubled the annual dollars 
on primary payments. They said you 
now get $50,000 for a primary payment 
for your commodities, we are now 
going to raise that to $125,000. That 
loophole was closed. They then re-
opened the loophole closed in the 
House and the Senate that allows large 
wealthy farmers to collect far, far 
more than that nominal payment 
limit. And they did this while they cut 
$8.5 billion from food stamps. 

What is interesting, what is very in-
teresting and cruel, if you will, is that 
those folks who are upper-income 
scale, the wealthiest of farmers, they 
don’t have to have any income thresh-
old or test to see how much they make 
before they qualify for these payments. 
They don’t have to tell us about what 
assets they have before they qualify for 
these payments. We don’t have a cap 
on the payments that we give them. 
These are millionaires. And yes, for 
food stamp recipients, we have an asset 
threshold, an income threshold. We 
say, if you make so much money, you 
are not eligible for $1.40 per meal. You 
are not eligible. But if you are a mil-
lionaire, all bets are off. All bets are 
off. And you know those folks at the 
top rung, they are eating well. They 
are getting three squares a day. They 
are feeding their kids. And what we are 
going to do is to take food away from 
food stamp recipients—men, women, 
seniors, children, and veterans. 

Where are the values of this great 
Nation? We have lost our way. We have 
lost our way. 

In the past, there has been a strong 
tradition of bipartisanship on fighting 
hunger and supporting nutrition, from 
the left, leaders like George McGovern, 
and from the right, leaders like Bob 
Dole who would come together to make 
a difference for families in need. In 
fact, Senator Dole called the egregious 
cuts to food stamps in the House 
version of the bill ‘‘an about-face on 
our progress fighting hunger.’’ This is 
because food stamps is our country’s 
most important effort to deal with 
hunger here at home and to ensure that 
American families can put food on the 
table for their kids. They help over 47 
million Americans, nearly half of them 
children, meet their basic food needs, 
and they make a tremendous difference 
for the health and well-being of fami-
lies. Food stamps have been proven to 
improve low-income children’s health 
and development, reduce food insecu-
rity, and have a continuing positive in-
fluence into adulthood. 

Children’s Health Watch researchers 
found, after collecting 14 years’ worth 
of data on over 20,000 low-income fami-
lies, that when families experience a 
loss or reduction in food stamp bene-
fits, they are more likely to be food in-
secure, be in poor health, and their 
children experience intensified develop-
mental delays relative to their peers. 

Food stamps also have one of the 
lowest error rates of any government 

program. It is around 3.8 percent. That 
includes overpayments and underpay-
ments. I defy to go to any other agen-
cy—let’s look at the crop insurance 
program and find out what their error 
rate is all about. 

Food stamps are good for the econ-
omy, a positive impact on growth, be-
cause food stamps not only help to feed 
the hungry, they get resources into the 
hands of families who will spend them 
right away. The U.S. Department of 
Agriculture research shows that every 
$5 of Federal food stamp benefits gen-
erates nearly twice that in economic 
activity. 

Most importantly, of course, they are 
the right thing to do. Ninety-nine per-
cent of food stamp recipients have in-
comes below the poverty line. It is the 
job of good government to help vulner-
able families get back on their feet. In 
the words of Harry Truman: 

Nothing is more important in our national 
life than the welfare of our children, and 
proper nourishment comes first in attaining 
this welfare. 

That is why, when he declared that 
‘‘the moment is at hand to put an end 
to hunger in America,’’ Richard Nixon 
called for a significant expansion of the 
food stamp program to ‘‘provide poor 
families enough food stamps to pur-
chase a nutritionally complete diet.’’ 

This is something we all used to 
agree on. But now we are seeing a farm 
bill that cuts deeply into food stamps, 
and I ask again, how can anyone pos-
sibly support this? 

Keep in mind, food stamps have al-
ready seen deep and dangerous cuts. If 
you look at the fridge in the picture 
that I am holding up, this represents 
where we should be in terms of access 
to food. But because of the recent expi-
ration of the Recovery Act provisions, 
food stamps have already been cut by 
$5 billion next year, and they will be 
cut by $11 billion over the next 3 years. 

On November 1, 2013, SNAP benefits 
were reduced, about $36 less for a fam-
ily of four each month. This means 
that a family of four loses $36, or 16 
meals a month, in support. That is the 
difference between health and hunger. 

Now this Congress wants to enact an-
other $8.5 billion in cuts, meaning an 
additional $90 per month, and that 
much more food taken away from 
850,000 households. This is the proposed 
farm bill. SNAP cuts would result in 
850,000 households, 1.7 million people, 
losing almost $90 a month in monthly 
benefits. 

And already, for far too many Ameri-
cans, the last few weeks of the month, 
this is what their fridge looks like. 
Why would we put any more hardship 
on the most vulnerable families in our 
Nation, families who are already bat-
tling food insecurity and hunger? They 
will have an empty refrigerator. No one 
should go hungry due to food stamp 
cuts. 

However you cut it, this is a terrible 
policy. Cutting food stamps will cause 
more hunger and health problems. 
These cuts are a dereliction of our re-
sponsibility as Members of Congress 
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and our moral responsibility to help 
the least fortunate among us. 

As the U.S. Conference of Catholic 
Bishops has said: 

We must form a ‘‘circle of protection’’ 
around programs that serve the poor and 
vulnerable in our Nation and throughout the 
world. 

Or in the words of Pope Francis: 
The scandal that millions of people suffer 

from hunger must not paralyze us, but push 
each and every one of us to act—singles, 
families, communities, institutions, govern-
ments—to eliminate this injustice. 

Mr. Speaker, this farm bill takes us 
in the wrong direction. Instead of help-
ing to end hunger, it cuts food stamps 
by $90 a month for 1.7 million people. It 
forces poor families to choose between 
food on the table or warmth, and it 
does all of this while preserving loop-
holes and maximizing handouts for 
wealthy farmers and agribusinesses. 
We have to do better. 

I hope all of my colleagues in both 
parties will stand up against the out-
rageously misplaced priorities in this 
farm bill. I hope we can rekindle the 
strong bipartisan support that existed 
for decades for ending hunger in Amer-
ica. 

The astronaut Buzz Aldrin once said, 
‘‘If we can conquer space, we can con-
quer childhood hunger,’’ and we can. 
This institution has the power. It has 
the potential to make that trans-
formative change. We have the ability. 
We have the means, and we have the 
capacity to eliminate hunger in Amer-
ica. We only need the will to do what is 
right. 

With that, I would like to yield to 
my colleague from Rhode Island, who 
is such a strong supporter of families 
in this Nation and who has seen the 
ravages of families who have lost their 
unemployment benefits; and now what 
we intend to do is not only have they 
lost their unemployment benefits, we 
want to make sure, with this farm bill, 
what it would mean is that they are 
hungry and that they are cold. I thank 
the gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. 
CICILLINE) for being here tonight. 

Mr. CICILLINE. I thank the gentle-
woman from Connecticut (Ms. 
DELAURO) for her extraordinary work 
and for her incredible passion on this 
very, very important issue and for giv-
ing me an opportunity to speak on this 
serious issue tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentlewoman from 
Connecticut has been a great champion 
for policies that fight hunger and pro-
tect a crucial safety net for our Na-
tion’s most vulnerable children and 
families. I am very proud to stand with 
her tonight against these devastating 
cuts to the SNAP program. You don’t 
end hunger by cutting nutrition pro-
grams; you make it worse. 

We should be working together to 
find ways to end hunger in America. 
We can do that. This is the greatest 
country on Earth. We should be certain 
that no man, woman, or child in this 
country goes hungry. 

Unfortunately, some of my col-
leagues filed the farm bill conference 

report that would be absolutely dev-
astating to families struggling to get 
by. For just a moment, I would like to 
walk through some of the cuts being 
proposed. 

In States like mine with cold win-
ters, many working families already 
struggling to buy food face the addi-
tional burden of expensive monthly 
utility bills to heat their homes. Faced 
with this reality, some parents are 
forced to decide what is more impor-
tant for their child: a good, nutritious 
meal or a warm home. For decades 
now, the SNAP program has worked to 
provide additional benefits to strug-
gling families facing both food insecu-
rity and high heating or housing costs. 

For example, in my home State of 
Rhode Island, individuals who receive 
even nominal assistance through the 
Low Income Home Energy Assistance 
Program, or LIHEAP, are also eligible 
for additional assistance under SNAP. 
This policy, often called Heat and Eat, 
makes sense for two reasons. First, 
this kind of policy helps prevent some 
of our most vulnerable families from 
having to face the difficult choice be-
tween a warm home and a good meal. 
Let’s not forget, these families are liv-
ing in the worst kind of poverty, the 
poorest and most needy members of 
our community, and they very often 
face the real threat of hunger and a 
freezing home. 

The second reason this program is 
important is because it makes both 
programs more efficient and stream-
lines the application process. Without 
this policy, the same family would be 
forced to navigate a maze of bureauc-
racies to access resources in a time of 
tremendous need. Instead, under this 
policy, struggling families can access 
critical resources more easily and 
focus on the things that matter, like 
getting back on their feet or finding 
work. In a time of limited Federal re-
sources for the poor, Heat and Eat 
helps. It helps States coordinate assist-
ance programs and leverages funding 
from SNAP and LIHEAP so no family 
is faced with that impossible choice. 

Many of my friends on the other side 
of the aisle have called this a loophole, 
but it is not a loophole. This is a pol-
icy, an effective policy, designed to ad-
dress a real problem for families facing 
especially hard times. The conference 
report that was filed tonight cuts and 
undermines States’ efforts to coordi-
nate food and heating assistance, and 
it will make the lives of our neediest 
families even more difficult. 

I know many of my colleagues will 
think that this is an easy pill to swal-
low. Why? Because it places the burden 
of further reductions to nutrition prob-
lems on the backs of a smaller group of 
individuals in a limited number of 
States. Only 16 States administer Heat 
and Eat programs, primarily cold 
weather States like Rhode Island and 
Connecticut, and it is a cruel twist 
that my colleagues have decided to tar-
get cold weather States right after 
many parts of the country faced 

record-breaking cold and incredibly 
high heating costs. 

b 2045 
According to the previous estimates 

of this policy, the nonpartisan Congres-
sional Budget Office said that about 
850,000 households would see their bene-
fits cut by an average of about $90 a 
month. Of course, many of the house-
holds affected by this cut will be low- 
income seniors, veterans, people with 
disabilities, children, and the working 
poor. In total, this cut impacts 1.7 mil-
lion people struggling to put food on 
the table, and it imposes all of these 
cuts on only those families living in 16 
States. 

The same people that are proposing 
these cuts in nutrition programs are 
more than happy to provide agricul-
tural companies with extremely gen-
erous subsidies to purchase crop insur-
ance. They are happy to spend $40 bil-
lion over the next 10 years in com-
modity programs. They are happy to 
undermine payment reform, like limits 
on total commodity payments for per-
sonnel, reforms that were approved and 
voted on by the full House last June 
and that could result in even higher 
subsidies for the wealthiest farmers. 

In fact, one of the architects of this 
bill has tried to make the case for 
maintaining certain agricultural sub-
sidies by saying, ‘‘The safety net still 
has to exist.’’ Apparently, to protect 
the safety net, the wealthiest farmers, 
children, and families in 16 States will 
be forced to struggle even harder to put 
food on the table. It is a sad day in this 
country when the safety net for 
wealthy farmers is more important 
than the safety net for hungry fami-
lies. 

I thank the gentlelady for all of the 
work that she has done and for the in-
formation she just shared about how 
effective and important this program 
is. 

I just want to end with two quotes 
from important religious groups who 
have spoken to this issue that I hope 
my colleagues will hear and rethink 
this decision and reject this proposal 
and speak to our values as a country. 

The National Association of 
Evangelicals said: 

As you determine the policies and appro-
priations for the Supplemental Nutrition As-
sistance Program, please maintain this vital 
program at or near its current level of fund-
ing, and refrain from enacting policies that 
could damage our most vulnerable citizens. 

And a U.S. Catholic bishop said: 
How the House chooses to address our Na-

tion’s hunger and nutrition programs will 
have profound human and moral con-
sequences. 

I hope we will all hear those words 
and do what is right for families, will 
speak to our values as a country and 
protect those most in need from any 
additional cuts that will adversely im-
pact their families and their ability to 
feed themselves. 

I thank the gentlelady for yielding. 
Ms. DELAURO. I can’t thank the gen-

tleman enough for your eloquence and 
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what clarity you brought to the discus-
sion around the connection between 
the low-income energy assistance pro-
gram and the food stamp program and 
taking it out of the realm of what peo-
ple are trying to do, which is to de-
mean it and talk about it as a scheme 
or a loophole, none of which is true. We 
can talk about some schemes and some 
loopholes in this bill, but they don’t 
apply where it has to do with the food 
stamp beneficiaries. 

I want to pick up on a point that you 
made about the safety net. The farm 
bill—and I had the opportunity to work 
in 2008 on the farm bill, and particu-
larly the nutrition piece—has always 
been a safety net for farmers and for 
those who are the beneficiaries of the 
nutrition programs. That is the link 
that was established, so that the bene-
fits would go nationwide, not to a par-
ticular region of the country, not to a 
particular population, but a safety net 
so that we could make sure that people 
in bad times, in difficult times, could 
be able to sustain themselves. That is 
what has been broken apart here with 
this farm bill. 

The point is that where the farm bill 
conferees will say that they are cutting 
back on these payments to farmers, 
what they have done is to create a se-
ries of other programs where these 
folks can make themselves whole 
through crop insurance, through put-
ting more farm managers on the land 
and no restrictions as to how many you 
can put at $125,000 a pop. So they found 
ways in terms of which they make 
these folks whole. 

The only beneficiaries in the farm 
bill who have no place to go when you 
cut back on that $90 a month are the 
food stamp recipients. So you have 
yanked the safety net away from them 
and you have done it to benefit the 
wealthiest farm interests in the Na-
tion. It is wrong. 

That bipartisan support we had in 
the past for a safety net is what cre-
ated strength. I am sad to tell you that 
that has been rent asunder, and we can-
not let that happen. 

I am going to encourage my col-
leagues—and I know you will—that we 
will defeat this effort to leave people 
without sustenance in this Nation. 

I thank the gentleman for partici-
pating tonight. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 50 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

b 2223 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. SESSIONS) at 10 o’clock 
and 23 minutes p.m. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 7, NO TAXPAYER FUNDING 
FOR ABORTION AND ABORTION 
INSURANCE FULL DISCLOSURE 
ACT OF 2014, AND PROVIDING 
FOR CONSIDERATION OF CON-
FERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 2642, 
FEDERAL AGRICULTURE RE-
FORM AND RISK MANAGEMENT 
ACT OF 2013 

Ms. FOXX, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 113–334) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 465) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 7) to prohibit taxpayer 
funded abortions, and providing for 
consideration of the conference report 
to accompany the bill (H.R. 2642) to 
provide for the reform and continu-
ation of agricultural and other pro-
grams of the Department of Agri-
culture through fiscal year 2018, and 
for other purposes, which was referred 
to the House Calendar and ordered to 
be printed. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. JONES (at the request of Mr. CAN-
TOR) for today and the balance of the 
week on account of surgical recovery. 

Mr. TIPTON (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of a death in the 
family. 

Mr. FARR (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of travel 
delay. 

Mr. HONDA (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of flight 
delay. 

f 

PUBLICATION OF BUDGETARY 
MATERIAL 

AGGREGATES, ALLOCATIONS, AND OTHER BUDG-
ETARY LEVELS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2014 
BUDGET RESOLUTION 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin: Mr. Speaker, sec-
tion 111 of the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2013, 
Public Law No: 113–67, which established a 
concurrent resolution on the budget for fis-
cal year 2014, requires the chairs of the 
House and Senate Budget Committees to 
submit for printing in the Congressional 
Record committee allocations, aggregates, 
and other budgetary levels for fiscal year 
2014. 

Pursuant to section 111 of the Bipartisan 
Budget Act of 2013, I hereby submit for print-

ing in the Congressional Record: (1) an allo-
cation for fiscal year 2014 for the House Com-
mittee on Appropriations, (2) allocations for 
fiscal years 2014 and 2014 through 2023 for 
committees other than the Committee on 
Appropriations, (3) aggregate spending levels 
for fiscal year 2014, and (4) aggregate revenue 
levels for fiscal years 2014 and 2014 through 
2023. 

In the case of allocations for committees 
other than the Committee on Appropriations 
and for the revenue aggregates, the levels 
shall be set consistent with the Congres-
sional Budget Office’s May 2013 baseline, ad-
justed to account for the budgetary effects of 
the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2013 and other 
legislation enacted since the release of the 
May 2013 baseline. In other words, in these 
instances, the new allocations and levels are 
set equal to the updated May baseline. 

Associated tables are attached. These com-
mittee allocations, aggregates, and other 
budgetary levels are made for the purposes of 
enforcing titles III and IV of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974, and other budg-
etary enforcement provisions. 

If there are any questions on these com-
mittee allocations, aggregates, and other 
budgetary levels please contact Paul 
Restuccia, Chief Counsel of the Budget Com-
mittee, at 202–226–7270. 

Sincerely, 
PAUL D. RYAN OF WISCONSIN, 

CHAIRMAN, 
House Budget Committee 

Fiscal Year 2014 Budget Totals 
[On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars] 

Fiscal year— 

2014 2014–2023 

Appropriate Level: 
Budget Authority .................................. 2,924,837 (1) 
Outlays ................................................. 2,937,044 (1) 
Revenues .............................................. 2,311,026 31,095,742 

1 Not applicable because annual appropriations acts for fiscal years 2015 
through 2022 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress. 

Allocation of Spending Authority to the House Committee 
on Appropriations 
[in millions of dollars] 

2014 

Base Discretionary Action: BA 1,012,237 
OT 1,154,816 

Global War on Terrorism: BA 91,938 
OT 45,207 

Disaster Designated Funds: BA 5,626 
OT 281 

Program Integrity: BA 924 
OT 832 

Total Discretionary: BA 1,110,725 
OT 1,201,136 

Current Law Mandatory: BA 749,400 
OT 738,140 

Spending Authority for House Authorizing Committees 
[On-budget amounts in millions of dollars] 

2014 2014–2023 

Agriculture: 
May 2013 Base-

line.
BA 92,956 906,903 

OT .................. 89,341 900,800 
Adjustment for 

Enacted Legis-
lation.

BA ¥59 ¥770 

....................... OT ¥59 ¥770 
Total ........... BA 92,897 906,133 

................. OT 89,282 900,030 
Armed Services: 

May 2013 Base-
line.

BA 150,138 1,764,863 

....................... OT 149,922 1,768,772 
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Spending Authority for House Authorizing Committees— 

Continued 
[On-budget amounts in millions of dollars] 

2014 2014–2023 

Adjustment for 
Enacted Legis-
lation.

BA 87 ¥7,607 

....................... OT 89 ¥7,566 
Total ........... BA 150,225 1,757,256 

................. OT 150,011 1,761,206 
Financial Services: 

May 2013 Base-
line.

BA 12,981 114,942 

....................... OT 2,112 ¥57,397 
Adjustment for 

Enacted Legis-
lation.

BA 0 0 

....................... OT 0 0 
Total ........... BA 12,981 114,942 

................. OT 2,112 ¥57,397 
Education & Work-

force: 
May 2013 Base-

line.
BA ¥25,740 ¥661 

....................... OT ¥18,800 2,383 
Adjustmentfor 

Enacted Legis-
lation.

BA 12,003 ¥21,885 

....................... OT 10,453 ¥21,790 
Total ........... BA ¥13,737 ¥22,546 

................. OT ¥8,347 ¥19,407 
Energy & Commerce: 

May 2013 Base-
line.

BA 356,892 4,936,804 

....................... OT 354,784 4,935,838 
Adjustment for 

Enacted Legis-
lation.

BA 1,242 ¥9,326 

....................... OT 3,933 ¥9,319 
Total ........... BA 358,134 4,927,478 

................. OT 358,717 4,926,519 
Foreign Affairs: 

May 2013 Base-
line.

BA 29,118 241,385 

....................... OT 26,085 235,012 
Adjustment for 

Enacted Legis-
lation.

BA 2 20 

....................... OT 2 20 
Total ........... BA 29,120 241,405 

................. OT 26,087 235,032 
Oversight & Govern-

ment Reform: 
May 2013 Base-

line.
BA 102,657 1,199,434 

....................... OT 99,645 1,170,525 
Adjustment for 

Enacted Legis-
lation.

BA 0 ¥2,861 

....................... OT 0 ¥2,861 
Total ........... BA 102,657 1,196,573 

................. OT 99,645 1,167,664 
Homeland Security: 

May 2013 Base-
line.

BA 1,916 22,255 

....................... OT 1,779 22,321 
Adjustment for 

Enacted Legis-
lation.

BA ¥390 ¥12,630 

....................... OT ¥390 ¥12,630 
Total ........... BA 1,526 9,625 

................. OT 1,389 9,691 

Spending Authority for House Authorizing Committees 
[On-budget amounts in millions of dollars] 

2014 2014–2023 

House Administration: 
May 2013 Baseline .. BA 40 371 

............................. OT 6 206 
Adjustment for En-

acted Legislation.
BA 0 0 

Spending Authority for House Authorizing Committees— 
Continued 

[On-budget amounts in millions of dollars] 

2014 2014–2023 

............................. OT 0 0 
Total ................ BA 40 371 

............................. OT 6 206 
Natural Resources: 

May 2013 Baseline .. BA 6,441 63,590 
............................. OT 7,069 66,964 

Adjustment for Enacted 
Legislation 

BA ¥63 ¥1,325 

............................. OT ¥67 ¥1,325 
Total ................ BA 6,378 62,265 

............................. OT 7,002 65,639 
Judiciary: 

May 2013 Baseline .. BA 19,809 102,678 
............................. OT 11,573 105,537 

Adjustment for En-
acted Legislation.

BA ¥693 ¥693 

............................. 1OT ¥277 ¥693 
Total ................ BA 19,116 101,985 

............................. OT 11,296 104,844 
Transportation & Infra-

structure: 
May 2013 Baseline .. BA 71,454 728,035 

............................. OT 16,822 193,098 
Adjustment for En-

acted Legislation.
BA 0 0 

............................. OT 0 0 
Total ................ BA 71,454 728,035 

............................. OT 16,822 193,098 
Science, Space & Tech-

nology: 
May 2013 Baseline .. BA 101 1,010 

............................. OT 104 1,013 
Adjustment for En-

acted Legislation.
BA 0 0 

............................. OT 0 0 
Total ................ BA 101 1,010 

............................. OT 104 1,013 
Small Business: 

May 2013 Baseline .. BA 0 0 
............................. OT 0 0 

Adjustment for En-
acted Legislation.

BA 0 0 

............................. OT 0 0 
Total ................ BA 0 0 

............................. OT 0 0 
Veterans Affairs: 

May 2013 Baseline .. BA 2,939 93,544 
............................. OT 3,098 95,206 

Adjustment for En-
acted Legislation.

BA ¥1 ¥4 

............................. OT ¥1 ¥4 
Total ................ BA 2,938 93,540 

............................. OT 3,097 95,202 
Ways & Means: 

May 2013 Baseline .. BA 963,421 14,458,848 
............................. OT 962,271 14,455,530 

Adjustment for En-
acted Legislation.

BA ¥751 ¥75,356 

............................. OT 116 ¥75,356 
Total ................ BA 962,670 14,383,492 

............................. OT 962,387 14,380,174 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, January 28, 2014, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

4548. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Florida: Non-inter-
ference Demonstration for Removal of Fed-
eral Low-Reid Vapor Pressure Requirement 
[EPA-R04-OAR-2013-0564; FRL-9905-09-Region- 
4] received January 6, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

4549. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Implementation Plans; Tennessee; Bristol; 
2010 Lead Base Year Emissions Inventory 
and Conversion of Conditional Approvals for 
Prevention of Significant Deterioration 
[EPA-R04-OAR-2013-0440; FRL-9905-13-Region 
4] received January 6, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

4550. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Dimethyl esters of glutaric 
acid (i.e., dimethyl glutarate), succinic acid 
(i.e., dimethyl succinate), and adipic acid 
(i.e., dimethyl adipate); Exemption from the 
Requirement of a Tolerance [EPA-HQ-OPP- 
2012-0874; FRL-9904-57] received January 6, 
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

4551. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting 
Transmittal No. 13-46, Notice of Proposed 
Issuance of Letter of Offer and Acceptance, 
pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act, as amended; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

4552. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting 
Transmittal No. 13-60, Notice of Proposed 
Issuance of Letter of Offer and Acceptance, 
pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act, as amended; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

4553. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a Memorandum of Justification 
for a Drawdown under section 506(a)(1) of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as amended, 
to the African Union-Led International Sup-
port Mission in the Central African Republic; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

4554. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
visor for Treaty Affairs, Department of 
State, transmitting a report prepared by the 
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Department of State concerning inter-
national agreements other than treaties en-
tered into by the United States to be trans-
mitted to the Congress within the sixty-day 
period specified in the Case-Zablocki Act; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

4555. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Department of State, transmit-
ting an addendum to a certification, trans-
mittal number: DDTC 13-136; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

4556. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Department of State, transmit-
ting an addendum to a certification, trans-
mittal number: DDTC 13-183; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

4557. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Department of State, transmit-
ting an addendum to a certification, trans-
mittal number: DDTC 13-182; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

4558. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary, Department of State, transmit-
ting an addendum to a certification, trans-
mittal number: DDTC 13-143; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

4559. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting As re-
quired by section 401(c) of the National 
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency 
Economic Powers Act with respect to Cote 
d’Ivoire that was declared in Executive Order 
13396 of February 7, 2006; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

4560. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 20-266, ‘‘Closing of a 
Portion of the Public Alley in Square 5452, 
S.O. 12-03541, Act of 2014’’; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

4561. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 20-267, ‘‘Micro-
stamping Implementation Temporary 
Amendment Act of 2014’’; to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

4562. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting 
Transmittal of D.C. ACT 20-265, ‘‘Minimum 
Wage Amendment Act of 2013’’; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

4563. A letter from the Associate General 
Counsel, Department of Agriculture, trans-
mitting three reports pursuant to the Fed-
eral Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform. 

4564. A letter from the Associate General 
Counsel for General Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting four re-
ports pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Re-
form Act of 1998; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

4565. A letter from the Director, Federal 
Election Commission, transmitting in ac-
cordance with Section 647(b) of Title VI of 
the Consolidated Appropriations Act, FY 
2004, Pub. L. 108-199, the Commission’s Re-
port to Congress on FY 2013 Competitive 
Sourcing Efforts; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

4566. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s determination on 
a petition on behalf of workers employed at 
the Sandia National Laboratories-Livermore 
in Livermore, California, to be added to the 
Special Exposure Cohort (SEC), pursuant to 
the Energy Employees Occupational Illness 
Compensation Program Act of 2000 
(EEOICPA); to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

4567. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s determination on 
a petition on behalf of workers employed at 

the Rocky Flats Plant in Golden, Colorado, 
to be added to the Special Exposure Cohort 
(SEC), pursuant to the Energy Employees 
Occupational Illness Compensation Program 
Act of 2000 (EEOICPA); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

4568. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting report on the Secretary of 
State’s decision to designate an entity and 
its aliases as a ‘‘foreign terrorist organiza-
tion’’, pursuant to Section 219 of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (INA), as 
amended (8 U.S.C. 1189); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

4569. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zone; Barge Launches; Gulfport Lake Gulf-
port, MS [Docket Number: USCG-2013-0837] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 8, 2014, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

4570. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Waiver 
for Marking Sunken Vessels with a Light at 
Night [Docket No.: USCG-2012-0054] (RIN: 
1625-AC11) received January 8, 2014, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

4571. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zone; Sausalito Lighted Boat Parade Fire-
works Display, San Francisco Bay, 
Sausalito, CA [Docket No.: USCG-2013-0930] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 8, 2014, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

4572. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zone; 2013 Holiday Boat Parades, Captain of 
the Port Miami Zone; FL [Docket Number: 
USCG-2013-0939] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
January 8, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

4573. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zone; Vessel Launch; Menominee River; 
Marinette, WI [Docket No.: USCG-2013-1012] 
(RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 8, 2014, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

4574. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Eighth 
Coast Guard District Annual Safety Zones; 
New Year’s Eve Celebration/City of Mobile; 
Mobile Channel; Mobile, AL [Docket No.: 
USCG-2013-0980] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
January 8, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

4575. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zone; Allied PRA-Solid Works, San Diego 
Bay; San Diego, CA [Docket No.: USCG-2013- 
0992] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received January 8, 
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

4576. A letter from the Secretaries, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security and Health and 
Human Services, transmitting notification 
that the Office of Management and Budget 
has approved the Department’s recommenda-
tion to procure midazolam to mitigate and/ 
or treat the effects of exposure to nerve 
agents for the Strategic National Stockpile 
(SNS) using the Special Reserve Fund (SRF); 

jointly to the Committees on Energy and 
Commerce and Homeland Security. 

4577. A letter from the Secretaries, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security and Health and 
Human Services, transmitting notification 
that the Office of Management and Budget 
has approved the Department’s recommenda-
tion to procure cytokines — NEUPOGEN 
(filgrastim) and Leukine (sargramostim) — 
to treat Acute Radiation Syndrome (ARS) to 
be procured for the Strategic National 
Stockpile (SNS) using the Special Reserve 
Fund; jointly to the Committees on Energy 
and Commerce and Homeland Security. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. LUCAS: Committee of Conference. 
Conference report on H.R. 2642. A bill to pro-
vide for the reform and continuation of agri-
cultural and other programs of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture through fiscal year 2018, 
and for other purposes (Rept. 113–333). Or-
dered to be printed. 

Ms. FOXX: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 465. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 7) to prohibit tax-
payer funded abortions, and providing for 
consideration of the conference report to ac-
company the bill (H.R. 2642) to provide for 
the reform and continuation of agricultural 
and other programs of the Department of Ag-
riculture through fiscal year 2018, and for 
other purposes (Rept. 113–334). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. GARRETT: 
H.R. 3928. A bill to improve the account-

ability and transparency of the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

By Ms. KELLY of Illinois (for herself, 
Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. LIPINSKI, and Mr. 
DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois): 

H.R. 3929. A bill to establish Pullman Na-
tional Historical Park in the State of Illinois 
as a unit of the National Park System, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina (for 
himself, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. RAHALL, 
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. PERRY, 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. FRANKS of 
Arizona, Mr. ENYART, Mr. BARR, Mr. 
ROTHFUS, Mr. SIMPSON, Mr. COLE, Mr. 
CHAFFETZ, Mr. RUNYAN, Mr. CRAMER, 
Mr. MATHESON, and Mr. BARBER): 

H.R. 3930. A bill to establish the National 
Commission on the Structure of the Army, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. DENT (for himself, Ms. 
SCHWARTZ, Mr. GERLACH, Mr. MEE-
HAN, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. KELLY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. BARLETTA): 

H.R. 3931. A bill to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to allow for the continu-
ation of the pre-ACA flexibility of States in 
providing CHIP coverage to low-income chil-
dren; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 
H.R. 3932. A bill to prohibit taxpayer fund-

ed abortions; to the Committee on Energy 
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and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Ways and Means, and the Judici-
ary, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. COLLINS of New York: 
H.R. 3933. A bill to amend title 11 of the 

United States Code to include firearms in 
the types of property allowable under the al-
ternative provision for exempting property 
from the estate; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Ms. GABBARD (for herself, Ms. 
HANABUSA, and Mr. YOUNG of Alaska): 

H.R. 3934. A bill to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to exempt certain flights from 
increased aviation security service fees; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security. 

By Mr. POCAN: 
H.R. 3935. A bill to amend the Agricultural 

Marketing Act of 1946 to provide for country 
of origin labeling for dairy products; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mrs. BEATTY (for herself, Mr. 
RICHMOND, Ms. CLARKE of New York, 
Mr. RUSH, Ms. SCHWARTZ, and Mr. 
GRIJALVA): 

H. Con. Res. 78. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the difficult challenges Black vet-
erans faced when returning home after serv-
ing in the Armed Forces, their heroic mili-
tary sacrifices, and their patriotism in fight-
ing for equal rights and for the dignity of a 
people and a Nation; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mrs. BEATTY (for herself, Ms. 
JACKSON LEE, and Ms. HAHN): 

H. Res. 463. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of Black History Month and 
honoring the outstanding contributions of 
African-American Medal of Honor recipients; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. LOWENTHAL: 
H. Res. 464. A resolution honoring the vic-

tims of the Cambodian genocide that took 
place from April 1975 to January 1979; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. GARRETT: 
H.R. 3928. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 (To regulate 

commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several states, and with the Indian 
tribes); Article I, Section 8, Clause 5 (To coin 
money, regulate the value thereof, and of 
foreign coin, and fix the standard of weights 
and measures); Article I, Section 8, Clause 6 
(To provide for the punishment of counter-
feiting the securities and current coin of the 
United States); and Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 18 (To make all laws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into execu-
tion the foregoing powers, and all other pow-
ers vested by this Constitution in the gov-
ernment of the United States, or in any de-
partment thereof). 

By Ms. KELLY of Illinois: 
H.R. 3929. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, section 3 of the Constitution of 

the United States which grants Congress the 
authority to make all needful Rules and Reg-

ulations respecting the Territory or other 
Property belonging to the United States. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: 
H.R. 3930. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8—The Congress shall 

have the power to provide for the common 
defense. 

By Mr. DENT: 
H.R. 3931. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 
H.R. 3932. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I. Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Mr. COLLINS of New York: 

H.R. 3933. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 4: To establish 

a uniform rule of naturalization, and uni-
form laws on the subject of bankruptcies 
throughout the United States; 

By Ms. GABBARD: 
H.R. 3934. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The U.S. Constitution including Article 1, 

Section 8. 
By Mr. POCAN: 

H.R. 3935. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
United States Congress shall have power 

‘‘To regulate Commerce with foreign Na-
tions, and among the several States, and 
with the Indian Tribes.’’ Courts and com-
mentators have tended to discuss each of 
these three areas of commerce as a separate 
power granted to Congress. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 7: Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mrs. MIL-
LER of Michigan, Mr. COOK, Ms. JENKINS, Mr. 
BYRNE, Mrs. NOEM, and Mr. GRAVES of Geor-
gia. 

H.R. 24: Mr. MCALLISTER, Mr. HUDSON, and 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

H.R. 38: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 
H.R. 55: Mr. MICA. 
H.R. 164: Mr. FOSTER, Ms. MENG, Mr. LAM-

BORN, and Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. 
H.R. 274: Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 337: Mrs. BUSTOS. 
H.R. 455: Mr. GUTIÉRREZ, Mr. BISHOP of 

Georgia, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. 
BRADY of Pennsylvania, Ms. HAHN, and Mr. 
SHERMAN. 

H.R. 562: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 637: Mr. LABRADOR and Mr. O’ROURKE. 
H.R. 721: Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 
H.R. 763: Mr. BYRNE. 
H.R. 769: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 855: Mr. PETERS of Michigan. 
H.R. 906: Mrs. WAGNER. 
H.R. 938: Mr. CICILLINE. 
H.R. 1010: Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mr. 

JEFFRIES, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. 
DOGGETT, and Mr. GARCIA. 

H.R. 1015: Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 1020: Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 1024: Mr. WENSTRUP. 
H.R. 1040: Mr. HALL. 
H.R. 1078: Mr. YODER. 
H.R. 1091: Mr. SALMON. 
H.R. 1094: Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. MCNERNEY, 

Mr. MEEKS, and Mr. KENNEDY. 

H.R. 1098: Ms. KUSTER. 
H.R. 1146: Mr. WENSTRUP. 
H.R. 1148: Mr. WENSTRUP. 
H.R. 1154: Mr. LEWIS. 
H.R. 1175: Mr. LEWIS. 
H.R. 1179: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 1199: Mr. JEFFRIES. 
H.R. 1249: Mr. SMITH of Texas. 
H.R. 1250: Mr. PERRY. 
H.R. 1270: Mr. LANKFORD. 
H.R. 1331: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
H.R. 1339: Ms. DELBENE. 
H.R. 1343: Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD. 
H.R. 1416: Mr. WHITFIELD. 
H.R. 1423: Mr. SOUTHERLAND. 
H.R. 1437: Mr. ISRAEL. 
H.R. 1563: Mr. HUNTER, Mr. DINGELL, Mrs. 

BUSTOS, and Mr. CARTER. 
H.R. 1598: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. 
H.R. 1609: Mr. MCGOVERN and Mr. ISRAEL. 
H.R. 1666: Mr. DOGGETT. 
H.R. 1692: Mr. LONG. 
H.R. 1717: Mr. SCHNEIDER. 
H.R. 1726: Mr. HOLT and Mr. MURPHY of 

Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1761: Ms. TITUS, Mr. DINGELL, and Mr. 

SCHIFF. 
H.R. 1814: Mr. WENSTRUP and Mr. SCALISE. 
H.R. 1827: Ms. SCHWARTZ. 
H.R. 1852: Mr. MORAN and Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 1921: Mr. LEWIS. 
H.R. 1933: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. 
H.R. 1953: Mr. ISRAEL. 
H.R. 2073: Mr. GERLACH. 
H.R. 2084: Mr. BUCSHON. 
H.R. 2123: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 2302: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 2333: Mr. RICHMOND. 
H.R. 2502: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 

New York, Mr. ANDREWS, and Mr. BRALEY of 
Iowa. 

H.R. 2536: Mr. COLLINS of New York. 
H.R. 2548: Mr. O’ROURKE, Mr. HASTINGS of 

Florida, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, and Mr. MCCAUL. 
H.R. 2552: Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD. 
H.R. 2591: Mr. LEWIS. 
H.R. 2643: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. 
H.R. 2652: Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. MCGOV-

ERN. 
H.R. 2703: Mr. GARDNER. 
H.R. 2738: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 2788: Mr. GRAYSON. 
H.R. 2822: Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD. 
H.R. 2825: Mr. LEWIS. 
H.R. 2866: Ms. ESTY and Mr. ANDREWS. 
H.R. 2918: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. GUTH-

RIE, Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, and Mr. SHIM-
KUS. 

H.R. 2939: Mr. VARGAS. 
H.R. 2994: Mr. DUFFY, Mr. POSEY, Mr. 

HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. TONKO, Mr. 
VEASEY, and Mr. LIPINSKI. 

H.R. 2996: Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. 
H.R. 3040: Ms. TITUS. 
H.R. 3097: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 
H.R. 3121: Mr. ROYCE. 
H.R. 3133: Mr. TIBERI. 
H.R. 3179: Mr. KILDEE and Mr. BISHOP of 

Georgia. 
H.R. 3228: Mr. CUMMINGS. 
H.R. 3301: Mr. CASSIDY. 
H.R. 3303: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
H.R. 3335: Mr. HARPER, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 

Texas, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, and Mr. JORDAN. 
H.R. 3344: Ms. BORDALLO, Mr. CALVERT, 

Mrs. DAVIS of California, and Mr. MORAN. 
H.R. 3367: Mr. KING of New York and Mr. 

GRIMM. 
H.R. 3377: Mr. LABRADOR. 
H.R. 3395: Ms. JACKSON LEE and Mr. LEWIS. 
H.R. 3399: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 3404: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 3413: Mr. WESTMORELAND. 
H.R. 3461: Mr. RANGEL, Ms. HAHN, Mr. 

HIMES, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD, 
and Mr. CONNOLLY. 

H.R. 3485: Mr. GOWDY and Mr. ROONEY. 
H.R. 3486: Mr. GOWDY, Mr. ROONEY, and Mr. 

HUDSON. 
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H.R. 3490: Mr. CONNOLLY. 
H.R. 3494: Ms. SPEIER, Mr. SCHIFF, and Mr. 

HOLT. 
H.R. 3508: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, 

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, and Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington. 

H.R. 3513: Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. BLUMENAUER, 
Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. POLIS, and 
Mr. ENGEL. 

H.R. 3541: Mr. DUFFY and Mr. WITTMAN. 
H.R. 3544: Mrs. ELLMERS. 
H.R. 3546: Mr. GUTIÉRREZ. 
H.R. 3590: Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. SOUTHERLAND, 

Mr. LATHAM, Mr. BARROW of Georgia, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. ROSS, Mr. 
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, and Mr. TERRY. 

H.R. 3635: Mr. SCALISE, Mr. LATHAM, Mr. 
HURT, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. 
COOK, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. GRIFFIN of 
Arkansas, Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mrs. 
ROBY, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. PITTENGER, and Mr. 
SANFORD. 

H.R. 3658: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
SHIMKUS, Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. 
NEAL, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. KEATING, and Ms. 
CLARK of Massachusetts. 

H.R. 3665: Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 
H.R. 3673: Mr. BURGESS and Mr. PITTS. 
H.R. 3685: Ms. BONAMICI. 
H.R. 3706: Ms. GABBARD. 

H.R. 3708: Mr. BACHUS, Mr. ROSS, Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN, and Mr. GUTHRIE. 

H.R. 3712: Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. LARSEN of 
Washington, and Ms. CLARK of Massachu-
setts. 

H.R. 3716: Mr. HORSFORD. 
H.R. 3717: Mrs. HARTZLER. 
H.R. 3718: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 3726: Ms. DELBENE. 
H.R. 3740: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 3745: Mr. FOSTER and Mr. CONNOLLY. 
H.R. 3757: Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. DELANEY, 

Mr. VARGAS, and Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 
H.R. 3768: Mr. OWENS. 
H.R. 3787: Mr. LAMALFA. 
H.R. 3804: Ms. BROWN of Florida. 
H.R. 3812: Mr. POSEY. 
H.R. 3824: Mr. HIMES, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN 

GRISHAM of New Mexico, Mrs. LOWEY, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. RUSH, Mr. 
VEASEY, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. 
LARSEN of Washington, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. 
BECERRA, Mr. DOGGETT, Mr. SABLAN, Ms. 
SINEMA, and Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 

H.R. 3826: Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. 
SOUTHERLAND, Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. HARPER, Mr. 
GRAVES of Missouri, and Mr. BACHUS. 

H.R. 3851: Mr. CULBERSON. 
H.R. 3863: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 

KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. FLORES, Mr. 
KING of Iowa, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 
DESANTIS, Mr. POSEY, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkan-
sas, and Mr. STEWART. 

H.R. 3884: Mr. DOGGETT. 
H.R. 3887: Mr. PERRY. 
H.R. 3895: Mr. LONG. 
H.R. 3921: Mr. HINOJOSA. 
H. Res. 109: Mr. MCCLINTOCK and Mr. 

KINZINGER of Illinois. 
H. Res. 418: Ms. LOFGREN and Mr. BLU-

MENAUER. 
H. Res. 436: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H. Res. 447: Mr. ANDREWS, Ms. BASS, Mr. 

BENTIVOLIO, Mr. BERA of California, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. 
DEUTCH, Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. FRANKEL of Flor-
ida, Ms. GABBARD, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. JOYCE, 
Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. LANCE, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. 
MARINO, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. 
PETERS of Michigan, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. 
SIRES, and Ms. SLAUGHTER. 

H. Res. 456: Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Mr. JONES, 
Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. WEBSTER 
of Florida, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. 
CARSON of Indiana, Ms. NORTON, Mr. DENT, 
Mr. JOYCE, Mr. LANCE, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor-
gia, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. SMITH of Texas, and Mr. 
MCGOVERN. 

H. Res. 457: Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Ms. 
BORDALLO, Mr. SCHIFF, and Mr. HONDA. 

H. Res. 461: Mr. HARRIS. 
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Senate 
The Senate met at 2 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable CHRIS-
TOPHER MURPHY, a Senator from the 
State of Connecticut. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Eternal Father, our souls long for 

You, for we find strength and joy in 
Your presence. Guide our lawmakers to 
trust You, seeking in every under-
taking to know and do Your will. When 
they go through difficult seasons, may 
they remember that a bountiful har-
vest is certain if they persevere with 
integrity. Lord, give them a faith that 
will trust You even when the darkness 
is blacker than a thousand midnights. 
May they always find strength in Your 
providential leading. 

We pray in Your strong Name. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Presiding Officer led the Pledge 
of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, January 27, 2014. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of Rule I, paragraph 
3, of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I 
hereby appoint the Honorable CHRISTOPHER 
MURPHY, a Senator from the State of Con-
necticut, to perform the duties of the Chair. 

PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. MURPHY thereupon assumed the 
Chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

HOMEOWNER FLOOD INSURANCE 
AFFORDABILITY ACT OF 2014— 
MOTION TO PROCEED 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to Calendar No. 294. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 294, S. 

1926, a bill to delay the implementation of 
certain provisions of the Biggert-Waters 
Flood Insurance Reform Act of 2012 and to 
reform the National Association of Reg-
istered Agents and Brokers, and for other 
purposes. 

SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, at 5:30 p.m. 
there will be a rollcall vote on the mo-
tion to invoke cloture on the motion to 
proceed to the flood insurance bill. 

MEASURE PLACED ON THE CALENDAR—S. 1950 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I am told 
that S. 1950 is at the desk and due for 
a second reading. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will read the bill by 
title for the second time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1950) to improve the provision of 

medical services and benefits to veterans, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. REID. I would object to any fur-
ther proceedings with respect to this 
bill at this time. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection having been heard, the 
bill will be placed on the calendar 
under the provisions of rule XIV. 

FLOOD INSURANCE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, as I an-
nounced earlier, today the Senate will 

vote at 5:30 to advance legislation 
which will protect millions of home-
owners and small businesses from dras-
tic increases in flood insurance pre-
miums. This bipartisan measure will 
save many homeowners thousands of 
dollars a year and protect America’s 
recovering housing market. 

Since higher premiums would kick in 
whenever a home is sold, still strug-
gling housing markets across the coun-
try could stumble if Congress allows 
flood insurance rates to skyrocket. 
That will happen if we don’t move this 
legislation. 

The bill before the Senate will pre-
serve current rates until the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency sub-
mits a plan to keep premiums reason-
able and provide stability to home and 
business owners. 

I wish to thank Senators MENENDEZ 
and LANDRIEU, as well as Senator ISAK-
SON, for their leadership on this issue. 
Their bill will cut through the red tape 
and give consumers better, cheaper op-
tions when they shop for insurance. 

So I hope the Senate can wrap up 
work quickly on this measure. We have 
tried for weeks to get agreement to 
move forward on it, but we are never 
quite there. Always there are requests 
to give a little more time. That time 
has run out. Homeowners deserve cer-
tainty, and the Senate faces a substan-
tial workload over the next 3 weeks. 

Tomorrow, President Obama will ad-
dress Congress and the Nation in his 
annual State of the Union address. I, 
like the American people, look forward 
to hearing the President’s vision to 
create an economy in which the middle 
class grows and prospers, because every 
individual should have a fair shot at 
success. 

The Senate must also consider a 
number of critical national security 
and judicial nominations in the coming 
weeks. With the help of my Republican 
colleagues, we could process these 
nominations swiftly and painlessly— 
without late night or weekend votes. 
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As always, it will depend upon the level 
of cooperation we receive from the Re-
publicans. 

This work period the Senate will also 
consider a farm bill conference report. 
This legislation is a compromise that 
was reached thanks to the leadership of 
Chairwoman STABENOW, and it will re-
duce the deficit and cut waste and 
fraud, all while protecting hungry chil-
dren and families. 

The Senate will also debate legisla-
tion to effectively prevent and punish 
sexual assault in the Nation’s Armed 
Forces, and we have competing views 
of this with Senator MCCASKILL and 
Senator GILLIBRAND. 

Democrats will continue our fight to 
restore benefits to 1.6 million Ameri-
cans looking for work during difficult 
economic times. In the last 2 weeks 
since Republicans filibustered a bill to 
restore this important lifeline, an addi-
tional 150,000 Americans have lost their 
emergency unemployment benefits. 
For many families already suffering 
through hard times, the loss of $300 a 
week has meant going without food, 
turning down the heat on freezing days 
or staring down homelessness. 

One Nevada woman—a Vietnam vet-
eran in her sixties who has worked all 
her life and raised a family—said she is 
afraid she will end up on the streets if 
Washington doesn’t restore her emer-
gency benefits. This is what she wrote 
to me: 

It is not that I don’t want to work. It is 
that I am unable to procure job . . . I do feel 
that it might be my age, but I am more ener-
getic than some young people I know. Please 
continue to [work to] get this passed, as I am 
fearful that I will end up homeless. 

Her situation is not unique. Nation-
wide, thousands upon thousands of vet-
erans looking for work have been 
kicked off unemployment. In Nevada, 
where unemployment is still almost 9 
percent, 21,000 people struggling to find 
jobs have been cut off from these bene-
fits. In fact, unemployment actually 
ticked up slightly in Las Vegas last 
month. As long as there are three job 
seekers for every available position, we 
owe it to Americans to lend a helping 
hand during this emergency. 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will resume consideration of 
the motion to proceed to S. 1926. 

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Ms. COLLINS. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be permitted 

to speak for up to 15 minutes as if in 
morning business. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

MARGARET CHASE SMITH 
Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, 50 

years ago today, on January 27, 1964, 
Senator Margaret Chase Smith of 
Maine announced her candidacy for 
President of the United States. The fol-
lowing July, at the Republican Na-
tional Convention in San Francisco, 
the great lady from Maine became the 
first woman in history to ever have her 
name entered into nomination by a 
major party for our Nation’s highest 
office. I rise to commemorate this re-
markable leader and this significant 
milestone in our history. 

At the time of her announcement, 
Senator Smith was in her 24th year in 
Congress and was an established 
groundbreaker. She was the first 
woman elected to both the House and 
the Senate and the first to serve on the 
Armed Services Committee. She was 
the woman who gave other women the 
opportunity to pursue careers in the 
military. Due to her early and ener-
getic support for the space program, 
she has been called the woman who put 
a man on the Moon. 

Her courageous ‘‘Declaration of Con-
science’’ delivered in the Senate on 
June 1, 1950, turned the tide against 
McCarthyism and reminded all Ameri-
cans of our Nation’s core values of free 
expression and independent thought. 

Senator Smith made her Presidential 
announcement in a speech at the Wom-
en’s National Press Club in Wash-
ington. Yes, Mr. President, there was a 
separate press club for women in those 
days. It was an important address in 
which she described both the progress 
that America had made against big-
otry, prejudice, extremism, and hatred 
as well as the challenges that re-
mained, but Margaret Chase Smith 
saved the best for last. After telling 
her audience of the flood of letters she 
had been receiving from all over the 
country urging her to run for Presi-
dent, Senator Smith described the rea-
sons offered by her supporters, such as 
she had more experience at the na-
tional level than any of the other con-
firmed candidates, she had the stature 
that could break the barrier against 
women being seriously considered for 
President, she would provide a mod-
erate, middle-of-the-road option in an 
election that was shaping up as one be-
tween a very conservative and very lib-
eral philosophy. 

Then she described the reasons she 
should not run: The widespread conten-
tion that the Presidency was a man’s 
job, her lack of financial resources, and 
a professional political organization, 
and the fact that the odds were stacked 
heavily against her. Senator Smith 
said she found the reasons offered 
against running far more compelling 
than those in favor. So imagine the 
surprise of her audience when she said 
that because of those very reasons, she 

had decided to enter the New Hamp-
shire primary. 

Senator Smith’s campaign was off 
and running, and what a campaign it 
was. Senator Smith accepted no money 
from anyone. All contributions— 
whether they were large or small—were 
returned to sender. She took to the 
campaign trail only when the Senate 
was not in session in order to preserve 
her perfect record of never missing a 
rollcall vote and to keep the pledge of 
dedicated service she had made to the 
people of Maine. Her campaign motto 
was: ‘‘There is nothing more effective 
than a handshake and a little conversa-
tion.’’ 

As a consequence of her self-imposed 
financial and time restraints, Senator 
Smith did not win a primary. But in 
the one primary where she was able to 
campaign somewhat extensively—the 
State of Illinois for all of two weekends 
and a total expenditure of $85—she fin-
ished a strong second in a field of six. 
She lost only to the eventual nominee, 
Barry Goldwater. With 25 percent of 
the vote, she came in far ahead of such 
well-known candidates as Richard 
Nixon, Nelson Rockefeller, and Henry 
Cabot Lodge. It is intriguing to think 
what she might have done with a more 
traditional campaign. 

At the Republican National Conven-
tion in San Francisco that year, Sen-
ator Smith’s name was entered into 
nomination by Senator George Aiken 
of Vermont. He told the delegates that 
Senator Smith’s integrity, ability, 
common sense, and courage made her 
‘‘the best qualified person you ever 
voted for.’’ On the first ballot, 27 dele-
gates did vote for Margaret Chase 
Smith from the great State of Maine. 

Unlike the other candidates, Senator 
Smith did not release her delegates to 
the landslide victor, Senator Gold-
water. That was not done out of spite. 
Indeed, she campaigned earnestly for 
him in the general election. It was 
done because she wanted to dem-
onstrate—she wanted the historical 
record to show that a woman had been 
given serious consideration for the 
Presidency of this country. 

Many words have been spoken over 
many years in attempts to describe the 
character of Senator Margaret Chase 
Smith. Perhaps the best were offered 
by the candidate herself on that cam-
paign trail a half century ago. She 
said: 

I have few illusions and no money, but I’m 
staying for the finish. When people keep tell-
ing you, you can’t do a thing, you kind of 
like to try. 

On this milestone anniversary, I am 
honored to celebrate an extraordinary 
woman from Maine who tried and 
failed in one endeavor but in doing so 
inspired generations of Americans with 
her strength and determination and 
demonstrated, as she once said, that a 
woman’s place is ‘‘everywhere.’’ 

Today, the Senate has a record 20 
women Senators. In a sense each of us 
owes a debt to Senator Margaret Chase 
Smith, but none more so than I. You 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S469 January 27, 2014 
see, I first met Senator Smith when I 
was a high school senior from Caribou, 
ME. I was selected as one of two stu-
dents to come to Washington as part of 
the Senate Youth Program sponsored 
by the William Randolph Hearst Foun-
dation, a program that still exists 
today. I remember how excited I was to 
see Senator Smith and her gracious-
ness in inviting me into her office and 
spending nearly 2 hours with me. 

As the Presiding Officer can appre-
ciate, for any of us to spend 2 hours 
with anyone is remarkable nowadays, 
but Margaret Chase Smith carved out 
that time to talk with me. Recently 
her library sent me copies of her ap-
pointment book for that day so I could 
see that my appointment with her was 
listed and preserved for all time. 

She talked to me not about what it 
was like being the only woman in the 
Senate, she talked to me instead about 
her service on the Armed Services 
Committee, about what we could do to 
create more jobs in this country and, 
most of all, about her famous ‘‘Dec-
laration of Conscience’’ in which she 
stood up against the smear campaign 
and the excesses of Senator Joseph 
McCarthy. Through that speech she 
taught us all to stand tall for what we 
believe in and to speak out against in-
justice and bigotry. 

I remember when I left her office I 
was so thrilled and inspired. I remem-
ber thinking women could do anything. 
This was back in 1971, and although I 
came from a family with wonderful 
role models in both my mother and my 
father, who were so active in their 
community and in their State, there 
were a lot of other messages about that 
time that raised doubts in the minds of 
growing girls about whether we could, 
in fact, be whatever we wanted to be. 
So that message that I learned from 
Margaret Chase Smith was so impor-
tant in shaping who I am today. 

Although I did not know it at the 
time at all, that meeting with Mar-
garet Chase Smith shortly after I had 
turned 18 as a high school senior 
taught me I could achieve my dream, 
and in many ways it was the first step 
on a journey that led me to run for her 
seat in the Senate 25 years later. 

Today I am so proud that the desk at 
which I stand—the desk that I use and 
is assigned to me on the Senate floor— 
once belonged to the legendary Senator 
from Maine Margaret Chase Smith. 
What a wonderful role model she was 
to me the entire time I was growing up 
when she was representing the State of 
Maine with such integrity, skill, and 
courage. I feel so fortunate to hold her 
seat in the Senate. 

So today it gives me great pride as 
well as great pleasure to inform my 
colleagues that this is the 50th anni-
versary of the day that Senator Mar-
garet Chase Smith of Maine became 
the first woman in history to announce 
her candidacy for President of the 
United States and later that year to be 
the first woman to have her name 
placed in nomination by a major polit-

ical party. Let us celebrate this day as 
we also celebrate the presence of a 
record number of women in the Senate. 
I believe that would have made Senator 
Smith very proud. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

IMMIGRATION REFORM 
Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, the 

immigration issue the country is wres-
tling with is broad and deep and has 
huge ramifications in a host of areas. 
But one area that has just been ignored 
systematically, it seems to me—at 
least to a degree that is unacceptable— 
is the impact a massive increase in im-
migration to America will have on the 
already declining wages and job pros-
pects of Americans who are hurting 
today. That is just a fact that needs to 
be discussed. We need to be honest 
about it. 

Prime Minister David Cameron in the 
United Kingdom has announced major 
reductions in immigration and said 
there may be more. He said we cannot 
expect that foreign workers would take 
jobs we need to be training Britons to 
do. How simple and valuable a concept 
is that? 

So we are talking about legislation 
that can shift the power, wealth from 
working people to businesspeople, the 
corporations, because it will shift, if 
not done properly—and we believe in 
immigration. We are not opposed to 
immigration. It just needs to be done 
at the level and in the proper way so 
our workers are not so adversely im-
pacted, as would occur if the Senate 
bill were to become law. Thank good-
ness the House is saying they are not 
going to pass that bill. 

President Obama is preparing to de-
liver a State of the Union Address to-
morrow night in which he will address 
the continued financial collapse of the 
American middle class, much of which 
has occurred on his watch. However, it 
did start before he took office. 

Since 2000, the average wage of work-
ing Americans has declined. As ad-
justed for inflation, it is negative. In 
the last 2 or 3 years—since the reces-
sion is supposed to be over and has 
been announced is over—that decline 
has accelerated. Professor Borjas and 
others have tagged a lot of that result 
as occurring because of a substantial 
increase in immigration that has been 
occurring in America. If the President 
wishes to demonstrate a sincere con-
cern for struggling workers, then he 
must recognize the negative impact his 
immigration policies are having on 
wage earners throughout the country 
right now. 

According to Harvard Professor 
Borjas, the Nation’s leading expert on 

immigration and an economist—him-
self an immigrant from Cuba as a 
young man—Professor Borjas says 
every dollar of increased profit for 
companies that use immigrant labor is 
offset by a dollar in lost wages for the 
Americans competing with that immi-
grant labor. Think about that. 

In fact, he estimates that businesses 
lobbying for this bill will benefit on an 
order of $400 billion. They and their po-
litical activist allies lobbying for this 
bill, they definitely receive a financial 
benefit. He estimates, based on rig-
orous analysis that virtually every dol-
lar of that will come from reduced 
wages of American workers. 

That is the way, colleagues, the free 
enterprise system works. If we have 
more cotton in America, the price of 
cotton goes down. If we bring in more 
labor than we have had before, the 
price of labor comes down. That is just 
the way it works. We have not elimi-
nated the law of supply and demand. 
The law of supply and demand dictates 
that an increased supply of workers 
will result in a reduced cost of hiring 
workers. 

The President’s push for higher Fed-
eral wage controls and extended unem-
ployment jobless benefits is effectively 
an admission that his policies have cut 
wages and reduced the ability of Amer-
icans to get jobs. 

But these measures he is proposing 
are treating the symptoms. Why are 
not wages going up as they have 
throughout most of the history of our 
country, naturally through supply and 
demand? Could it be that we have had, 
as Professor Borjas said, for the last 30 
years an incredible increase in the flow 
of foreign workers who are competing 
for these jobs every single year? 

One cannot return to full employ-
ment and rising wages for workers at 
all skill levels without tightening the 
labor market. We have a loose labor 
market. We have a surplus of people 
looking for jobs. 

Gene Sperling, the President’s top 
adviser on the economy, said just a few 
weeks ago that we have three workers 
applying for each one job that exists in 
America. Why in the world then would 
we want to bring in and allow busi-
nesses to demand increased numbers of 
low-skilled workers? 

The President’s plan will provide 
companies an incentive to hire even 
fewer American workers, and they will 
be less likely to hire a person who has 
been unemployed for a long time—the 
long-term unemployed. 

The United States has already for-
mally admitted more immigrants, 
largely lesser skilled, in the last 10 
years than any prior 10-year period in 
America’s history. So the question 
every reporter, pundit, and lawmaker 
should ask is this: How does the Presi-
dent think it will help Americans try-
ing to climb into the middle class to 
pass an immigration plan that would 
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double the number of immigrant work-
ers competing against them for jobs 
and wages? 

The single largest category in our 
budget right now is welfare and pov-
erty support programs helping people 
who have lower incomes. Including 
State contributions, my Budget Com-
mittee staff has discovered we spend 
more than a $1 trillion on Federal 
means-tested support programs each 
year—over $1 trillion. That is greater 
than the defense budget, more than So-
cial Security, more than Medicare. A 
record one in five households today re-
ceived food stamps in 2013—one in five. 
The majority of them are working age. 
That is the first time that has hap-
pened that a majority of the recipients 
of food stamps are within the working 
age group. 

Our urgent national mission is to 
begin transitioning these struggling 
workers into good jobs with rising 
wages. Instead, the President proposes 
to increase Federal spending even more 
to sustain millions on welfare while in-
creasing the supply and the admission 
of lower skilled immigrants to take the 
available jobs that exist. 

House leaders are reportedly rushing 
to assemble a plan that is similar to 
the President’s. I hope not. But that is 
what is being suggested. This would be 
the worst thing they could do at such a 
time. Instead, the Democratic Senate 
having spoken, the Republican House 
must stand, expose the President’s dis-
astrous policies, and advocate a new di-
rection that promotes assimilation, 
rising wages, and a growing middle 
class for all Americans, including those 
who have recently immigrated. 

Our lower skilled workers are the 
ones who are adversely affected the 
most from increased flows of immi-
grant labor into the country. I just 
hope we will consider this and talk 
honestly about it because it is not 
going away. It is a reality. The sugges-
tion that somehow this will not happen 
is not so. The Congressional Budget Of-
fice, in scoring the Senate bill, con-
cluded it would pull down wages of 
Americans for 20 years. 

The last thing this Senate or any 
President of the United States should 
do would be to advocate and promote a 
policy that will pull down wages. We 
need to be looking for ways to increase 
wages. When you are in a hole, the first 
thing you do is stop digging. Do not 
make it worse. Do not create four or 
five applicants for every one job that 
exists in America. 

I hope the President will talk about 
that. I challenge him to talk about it. 
I am going to watch what he says. I ex-
pect him, as President of the United 
States addressing a joint session of 
Congress, to tell the truth and be accu-
rate about his analysis and discussion 
of this important issue. It is important 
to America. We believe in immigration, 
but we want a lawful system of immi-
gration, an immigration system that 
first and foremost does not damage, 
hurt, and weaken the financial position 

of already struggling American work-
ers. Isn’t that our first responsibility? 

We should create this lawful system 
in a way that serves the long-term in-
terests, the legitimate long-term inter-
ests of the United States of America 
and all the people who are in it, not 
just a few special ones with big money 
and special political power. 

I thank the Chair and yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I want 
to speak about the flood insurance bill. 
I am speaking with a smile on my face 
because I believe we have the 60 votes 
to break the filibuster so we can get to 
the bill. I would hope that if we exceed 
that 60-vote threshold, indeed those 
who have been trying to torpedo this 
bill would then, instead of stringing us 
out all week, making us go through all 
of the parliamentarian procedures 
when we have the votes, would let us 
get it passed. 

The problem is going to be down at 
the other end of that hallway because 
the Speaker of the House has already 
said that he does not like it. But what 
he is going to find out that he does not 
like is that a lot of Members of the 
House of Representatives have con-
stituents who are facing 10-fold in-
creases in their flood insurance because 
of something that was tacked onto a 
transportation bill. 

That was a year ago, Biggert-Waters, 
the sponsors in the House for this law 
which is now causing these unforeseen 
and never-expected huge increases. We 
can rectify that today. At 5:30 we are 
going to have the vote on the motion 
for cloture to cut off debate so that we 
can get to the bill. 

What does this bill do? It is really 
easy. It delays these giant rate hikes 
for 4 years, and it mandates on FEMA 
an affordability study so that we can 
see. I mean, you can say you want 
rates to go up and be actuarially 
sound. But if what happens is what has 
been happening, that people cannot af-
ford it because it is 10 times as much, 
or that because it is so high it com-
pletely dries up the real estate market, 
that is not helping anybody. 

That is hurting a lot of people. It is 
hurting our economic recovery just at 
the moment in which the real estate 
market is coming back all along the 
coasts of America, as well as along the 
rivers and lakes, the very places that 
flood insurance is necessary for a 
homeowner or a business. 

I might say that today, as I was in 
Florida, the temperature was in the 
60s, moving to the 70s. I got off the 
plane here, and it was in the 30s. But 
the chilling winds of Biggert-Waters, 

with the gargantuan flood insurance 
rate hikes—those chilling winds are 
not only killing real estate sales, they 
are killing commerce, and it is putting 
an impossible financial burden on our 
people. 

We can take care of this at 5:30. Some 
have opposed us the whole way as we 
have tried a handful of times to bring 
up this legislation, asking unanimous 
consent. Finally, thanks to the leader, 
who has forced the issue, we are going 
to vote on cutting off debate today. 

I have several documented cases 
along Florida’s gulf coast where the 
premiums for flood insurance have 
gone up by 10 times. In one particular 
case in Pinellas County, chronicled by 
the Tampa Bay Times, the premium 
was $4,500, and it has gone to $45,000. 

No homeowner can endure and afford 
that kind of increase. In another case, 
a $1,400 flood insurance premium has 
gone to $14,000. It is the same. We 
should be around here promoting home 
ownership. But if the poor homeowner 
has a mortgage because they have got-
ten a loan from the bank, what is the 
bank going to do to require some secu-
rity for their loan? They are going to 
require flood insurance. 

So how can we expect a homeowner 
to have to go through this. You can say 
this is a subsidized program. It is. But 
the big losses in the program have been 
because of very unusual climatic 
events. In the first place, it was Hurri-
cane Katrina. That was an ordinary, 
garden-variety category 3 Hurricane. 
Those of us in Florida understand hur-
ricanes. 

But what happened with this hurri-
cane? It went to the east of New Orle-
ans, so the counter clockwise winds 
were not coming directly from the gulf. 
They were coming in over New Orleans, 
over Lake Pontchartrain. It caused the 
lake to rise, it filled up the canals. The 
water rose in the canals. The water 
pressure against the side of the canals 
increased. There were faulty canal 
dikes, and they breached in a couple of 
places, and then all of the water flood-
ed into parts of New Orleans and filled 
up the bowl of New Orleans. 

That was a huge loss to the Federal 
Flood Insurance Program. Then there 
was another extraordinary event. This 
was just a year ago. This was a cat-
egory 1 storm, and it was extraor-
dinary because it hit in the winter. 
Where did it hit? It hit the highly ur-
banized coasts of New Jersey, New 
York, and parts of New England. As a 
result, there were huge losses there and 
people were desperate to have assist-
ance. Look at what those folks are fac-
ing with regard to the flood insurance 
hikes. 

We can take care of all of this at 5:30 
p.m. this afternoon as we start the 
process of getting on the bill. I urge all 
of our Senators—because sooner or 
later somebody in your State is going 
to face a flood, and they are going to 
get remapped. They may not be paying 
those rates now, but they are going to 
get remapped because of those floods, 
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and then they are going to get hit with 
these unaffordable, gargantuan rate 
hikes on the premiums of Federal flood 
insurance—this is the right thing to 
do. 

I see my colleague from Utah. The 
Senator used to tell me they don’t ever 
have floods there, but I will bet they 
do. Even though Utah is a dry State, I 
know Utah has water because it sup-
ports a population which is represented 
by my most distinguished and dear per-
sonal friend Senator HATCH. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Utah. 
Mr. HATCH. I thank my dear col-

league. The Senator is a very close per-
sonal friend of mine too. 

I have to say we have had our floods 
out there too, and thank goodness we 
have had some of these things to help 
us, no question about it. The last one 
was in St. George. It was very dev-
astating to people. I appreciate the 
Senator’s work. 

ALTERNATIVE AFFORDABLE CARE ACT 
Mr. President, I rise today to speak 

on a legislative proposal I unveiled yes-
terday with two of my colleagues, Sen-
ator RICHARD BURR and Dr. TOM 
COBURN, that represents our vision for 
an alternative to ObamaCare. 

Let me start by saying something 
that most Americans—from Utah to 
North Carolina to Oklahoma—know to 
be true: ObamaCare just is not work-
ing. Try as he might during the State 
of the Union Address tomorrow, Presi-
dent Obama will not be able to con-
vince the American people that his 
health care law is anything other than 
an unmitigated disaster. This horribly 
misguided law puts government be-
tween people and their doctors. It in-
cludes over $1 trillion in new taxes and 
a new unsustainable entitlement. 

It includes mandates and regulations 
that have forced too many Americans 
off their health plans and businesses to 
cut back on hiring. It has done next to 
nothing to put a brake on skyrocketing 
health care costs that are hitting every 
family in this country. 

The three of us knew there was an-
other way, a better way—a way that 
doesn’t need 2,700 pages of government 
programs and mandates to enact com-
monsense reforms that the American 
people want and need. 

Let me say that these two Senators 
with whom I have joined on this pro-
posal have been looking at this for 
some time, as have I. I commend them 
for their leadership. 

Our plan rests on four simple prin-
ciples. First, repeal ObamaCare with 
all its costly mandates, taxes, and reg-
ulations in its entirety. 

Second, reduce costs by taking gov-
ernment out of the equation, and, in-
stead, empowering consumers to make 
choices about their own health care. 

Third, provide commonsense con-
sumer protections to protect individ-
uals with preexisting conditions. 

Fourth, reform our broken Medicaid 
system by giving States more flexi-

bility to provide the best coverage for 
their citizens. 

We are confident our plan will ac-
complish all of this, and it would do so 
without adding one red cent to our $17 
trillion debt. 

These four principles are the core of 
what we unveiled today. They are 
smart, they make sense, and they are 
what the people of my State have been 
looking for, and I think the people of 
every State. We start with the biggest 
barrier to health care in this country, 
and that happens to be skyrocketing 
health costs. Too many families cannot 
afford to buy insurance or to see a doc-
tor. Why? Because of costs. 

We recognized this. Our plan would 
give people affordable options that 
meet their needs by harnessing the 
power of the marketplace, not through 
Washington-directed mandates. With 
more options in the private insurance 
marketplace—particularly in the small 
group and individual markets—on top 
of greater consumer protections and 
more transparency, the American peo-
ple would be better able to purchase 
coverage that is right for them. 

We can see the importance of choice 
in the failings of ObamaCare, which is 
struggling to sign up young people who 
might need a health plan that is afford-
able instead of one that includes cov-
erage they will never use or need. 
Maybe a 25-year-old male auto me-
chanic, for example, only wants cata-
strophic coverage and not a plan that 
includes maternity care. We give peo-
ple those options to allow them to find 
coverage that best meets their needs. 
Our plan does that. 

We also include significant common-
sense consumer protections, such as 
making sure a person cannot have 
their coverage cancelled if they get 
sick. We help make sure patients with 
preexisting conditions can gain access 
to affordable coverage and let children 
stay on their parents’ insurance 
through age 26—something we were al-
ways willing to do. 

We also get rid of lifetime limits. 
Under our plan, insurers won’t be able 
to put a cap on total benefits to be paid 
out over a person’s lifetime, elimi-
nating a patient’s fear of maxing out 
their health care coverage. We give 
States more options to provide people 
with more coverage while once again 
reducing costs. 

Under our plan, families earning up 
to $71,000—or 300 percent of the Federal 
poverty level—will get a tax credit to 
purchase the insurance of their choos-
ing. We help small businesses enjoy the 
same advantages as large businesses by 
allowing them to band together to le-
verage their purchasing power to buy 
insurance. This just plain makes sense. 

I have to say one of the most absurd 
aspects of ObamaCare is that a good 
portion of the people it covers is 
through Medicaid. Yet as we all know, 
Medicaid is a financially unsound pro-
gram that is threatening State budg-
ets. Its expansion under ObamaCare 
only threatens the program further. 

Our plan includes a key reform that 
is similar to the Medicaid moderniza-
tion plan that House Energy and Com-
merce Committee chairman FRED 
UPTON and myself put out last year. 
Currently, Federal taxpayers have an 
open-ended liability to match State 
Medicaid spending, which is a signifi-
cant driver in Medicaid’s budgetary 
challenges. 

Our proposal would create per capita 
spending caps—similar to what Presi-
dent Clinton and many Democrats who 
remain in this Chamber supported in 
the past—to ensure that the dollars fol-
low the patient. This structural reform 
of Medicaid is coupled with new flexi-
bility for States to best manage their 
Medicaid populations. 

On top of that, we give those on Med-
icaid the option of purchasing private 
health insurance, which is more fre-
quently accepted by quality doctors. 

I want to emphasize that our pro-
posal trusts the American people to 
make the best choices for themselves. 
That is why we include an expansion of 
health savings accounts so people can 
plan and save for their future medical 
needs. That also means injecting trans-
parency into health care costs so peo-
ple know which provider charges what 
and how successful those providers are. 

We include other cost-containing 
measures such as medical malpractice 
liability reform to help reduce the 
costly practice of defensive medicine. 

In my early life, I actually tried med-
ical liability cases, defending doctors, 
hospitals, nurses, and health care prac-
titioners, et cetera. Most of those cases 
were frivolous. They were brought to 
get the defense costs. Doctors were 
scared, so doctors were told: Fill up 
your records to show that you went 
way beyond the standard of care and 
the standard of practice. Thus, we have 
had hundreds of millions of dollars in 
unnecessary defensive medicine ever 
since. 

We also reduce the distortions in the 
Tax Code that actually increase the 
cost of health care in our country by 
capping the employee exclusion. This 
is a key way of restraining costs that 
has been cited across the economic 
spectrum. 

The bottom line is that this proposal 
is sustainable and achievable, and 
without the tax hikes, mandates, and 
budget-busting spending that have 
made ObamaCare care so unpopular 
with the American people. Most impor-
tantly, unlike ObamaCare, our plan 
will reduce health care costs for Amer-
ican individuals, families, and busi-
nesses. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues and experts throughout the 
health care community to better refine 
and improve our blueprint, and that is 
what it is right now, it is a blueprint. 

I am confident we will be able to 
build strong consensus around our 
ideas and be in a position to formally 
introduce legislation that will repeal 
the President’s health law and replace 
it with strong reforms that will actu-
ally lower costs, reduce spending, and 
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put high-quality care within the reach 
of every American. Frankly, this ap-
proach should appeal to everyone, 
Democrats and Republicans. 

I know my colleagues on the other 
side are very nervous about the fail-
ures—already—of ObamaCare, and it is 
just starting. Anybody who thinks that 
once we heal the rollout disaster every-
thing is going to be OK, let me say that 
is only the beginning. ObamaCare is a 
disaster, and every day it continues is 
going to be more of a disaster. I think 
my colleagues on the other side ought 
to take a look at what we are pro-
posing because it may be one way of 
helping their colleagues and their con-
stituents understand that they really 
are serious about trying to get health 
care we can live with and can help our 
country. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

HEINRICH.) The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
KING). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

STATE OF THE UNION ADDRESS 
Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, I rise 

this afternoon to talk about the Presi-
dent’s sixth State of the Union Address 
tomorrow night. Although I do not 
think the Framers imagined the pag-
eantry that has come to accompany 
the State of the Union, it certainly is 
enshrined in the Constitution. Accord-
ing to article II, section 3: 

The President shall from time to time, 
give the Congress information on the State 
of the Union and recommend to their consid-
eration such measures as he shall judge nec-
essary and expedient. 

‘‘Recommend for Congress consider-
ation such measures’’—I note with in-
terest in today’s Wall Street Journal 
on the front page that President 
Obama intends to assert a unilateral 
agenda at the State of the Union, ac-
cording to press reports, at least in the 
Wall Street Journal. The article be-
gins: 

President Barack Obama Tuesday night 
will seek to shift the public’s souring view of 
his leadership. 

It goes on to say in paragraph 2: 
Mr. Obama will emphasize his intention to 

use unilateral Presidential authority, by-
passing Congress when necessary, to an ex-
tent not seen in his previous State of the 
Union speeches. 

This certainly does not sound like ar-
ticle II, section 3, where the State of 
the Union is anticipated by our Found-
ers as an opportunity for the President 
to make recommendations to the Con-
gress, but we shall see. It should not be 
difficult for President Obama to out-
line a number of national priorities 

that are necessary and expedient for 
the Congress to consider. As we enter 
the sixth year of the Obama adminis-
tration, the economy continues to suf-
fer from anemic growth and chron-
ically high unemployment. Family 
poverty statistics are at record high 
levels. Small businesses, the ones that 
create our Nation’s jobs for the most 
part, are struggling to pay for govern-
ment mandates and keep Americans at 
work at the same time. 

Of course, a major concern for Ameri-
cans is the President’s health care law, 
legislation that was rammed through 
Congress without bipartisan support. 
Individuals, families, businesses, and 
investors can plainly see that the law 
is plagued with problems. Hardly a day 
goes by without hearing from our citi-
zens back home who are frustrated and 
worried about how the law impacts 
them. 

Instead of more affordable and more 
accessible health care, families in my 
State and across the country are deal-
ing with a backlash of canceled insur-
ance policies, higher premiums, and 
fewer choices. No one can dispute these 
facts. At this point, Americans are 
right to be doubtful of more promises. 
They want to see results. They want to 
see real health care reform. They want 
to see job-creating strategies that will 
work, that have been proven to work. 

Americans need more tomorrow 
night than phraseology from the Presi-
dent. Without leadership and account-
ability, the public is right to lack con-
fidence that the President’s big govern-
ment approach can move us forward or 
that the President wants to work with 
Congress toward bipartisan solutions. 

I hope we can work together for bi-
partisan solutions. One recent poll sug-
gests—and this is stunning—that a ma-
jority of Americans actually question 
the Obama administration’s com-
petence in running the government. 
The same survey showed that most 
Americans believe the economy is ei-
ther staying the same or getting worse. 

I believe the American public sees 
things correctly. Until Americans see 
significant improvements in their 
lives, attempts by the White House to 
spin a positive economic message will 
ring hollow. Many Americans have 
been forced to take part-time work or 
have left the labor force altogether. In 
the December jobs report, an official 
report of the government, we saw that 
the labor force participation rate, 
which reflects the number of adult 
Americans who have a job or are look-
ing for one, has fallen to its lowest 
level since 1979. 

Let me repeat that. After 5 years of 
the Obama administration’s leadership, 
the labor force participation rate is the 
worst it has been since 1978. Recent es-
timates indicate that median house-
hold income is almost $2,400 less than 
it was 4 years ago, in inflation-adjusted 
dollars. 

President Obama has tried to shift 
the blame for the harm caused by his 
health care law, but that attempt to 

duck responsibility will not wash with 
the American people. Millions of Amer-
icans have had their health coverage 
canceled, even though the President re-
peatedly promised: If you like your 
health care plan, you can keep your 
health care plan. Oftentimes he punc-
tuated that with ‘‘ . . . you can keep 
your health care plan, period.’’ 

The President recently said he re-
grets that Americans find themselves 
in that situation. Americans find 
themselves in that situation because of 
the health care law which he rammed 
through Congress on a strictly partisan 
basis. They find themselves in that sit-
uation because they were told a very 
flat and emphatic statement by the 
President of the United States, the 
leader of the free world. That emphatic 
direct statement turned out not to be 
the case. 

Americans are uncertain of how they 
will afford significantly higher pre-
miums. Employers are facing costly 
mandates. Now we learned at the end 
of last week that Moody’s has down-
graded the economic outlook for health 
insurers, citing the law’s difficult im-
plementation and the administration’s 
numerous delays. So Moody’s down-
graded the outlook of these health in-
surers that are trying to make the law 
work. 

As the country’s chief executive, the 
President should start a dialogue in his 
State of the Union speech tomorrow 
night that focuses on ways to empower 
Americans to create jobs and opportu-
nities. This body is controlled by the 
Democrats. The other body is con-
trolled by the Republicans. We need bi-
partisan solutions to create jobs and 
opportunities. We have seen a big gov-
ernment approach with more burden-
some regulations and more bureau-
cratic intrusions. We have seen how 
that approach does not work. 

The State of the Union offers the 
President an opportunity to outline 
issues where he is willing to work with 
Republicans in a bipartisan way. We 
should be talking about market-driven 
strategies to reform health care. We 
should be talking about the Keystone 
XL Pipeline and how to advance Amer-
ica’s rich energy potential, the most 
abundant energy sources in the world 
right here in America. Keystone XL 
Pipeline would be a jobs win for the 
Obama administration. Yet the Presi-
dent cannot bring himself to come for-
ward on this bipartisan idea. 

Of course the best welfare program is 
a jobs program. The best unemploy-
ment program is one that creates jobs 
for Americans. Americans are ready to 
go to work. Rather than focus on the 
politics of jealousy and income in-
equality, the President should dem-
onstrate leadership and cooperation. In 
a divided government, both leadership 
and cooperation are needed to bring 
about the enduring economic recovery 
this country needs. 

I look forward to the President’s ad-
dress tomorrow night and hope we can 
hear bipartisan solutions to move us 
forward. 
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I yield the floor. 

MLB HALL OF FAME INDUCTEES 
Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 

rise to pay tribute to three gentlemen 
who, as a result of a vote taken by the 
baseball writers of America a couple of 
weeks ago, are going to be inducted 
into the Baseball Hall of Fame. These 
three men are former Atlanta manager 
Bobby Cox and former pitchers Tom 
Glavine and Greg Maddux. These in-
credible athletes have left their im-
print not only on Georgians but on the 
entire baseball community around the 
world. These three gentlemen are 
among baseball’s most accomplished 
coaches and players and will deservedly 
be inducted into the National Baseball 
Hall of Fame in July of this year. 

So far as I know, there has never 
been three individuals who spent most 
of their time with the same team, in-
ducted into the Hall of Fame in the 
same year—truly remarkable. 

First, let me mention and honor 
Bobby Cox, a baseball legend and one of 
Major League Baseball’s winningest 
managers. With a record of 2,504 wins, 
he ranks fourth on baseball’s all-time 
managers win list. Bobby Cox started 
his career with the Braves in 1978. He 
left briefly in 1982 to manage the To-
ronto Blue Jays, only to return to the 
Braves in 1985, where he would spend 
the remainder of his career until his re-
tirement following the 2010 season. 

In 1995 he led the Braves to the World 
Series Championship, where they faced 
the Cleveland Indians. The Braves won 
the series in game 6 in Atlanta, claim-
ing the team’s third championship in 
franchise history. Aside from Bobby’s 
remarkable .556 percent winning per-
centage, he is also remembered for his 
all-time record for ejections in Major 
League Baseball with 158. For those of 
us who know Bobby well and know he 
is one of the nicest people you will ever 
meet—and he is a big teddy bear—it is 
fair to say that if Bobby did not agree 
with a call on the field, he was quick to 
express his dissatisfaction and his dis-
gust with it, and nobody could protect 
their players as a manager better than 
Bobby could. 

It was no surprise when he would 
sometimes find himself watching the 
game ultimately from the locker room. 
No one can question Bobby’s sheer pas-
sion and love for the game of baseball. 
Both the city of Atlanta and the State 
of Georgia are in his debt. 

I would also like to acknowledge the 
impressive careers of Tom Glavine and 
Gregg Maddox and highlight a few of 
their accomplishments. 

As Greg Maddux and Tom Glavine 
combined for over 400 wins, they will be 
the first players in 40 years who spent 
the majority of their careers together 
to become Hall of Farmers in the same 
year. The last to do so were New York 
Yankee players Mickey Mantle and 
Whitey Ford. 

The Braves drafted Tom Glavine in 
the second round in 1984. He was such a 
talented athlete that the very same 
year the Los Angeles Kings drafted him 

in the fourth round to play professional 
hockey. Luckily for the Braves and for 
baseball, he chose baseball. 

He went on to spend 17 of his 22 deco-
rated seasons in Atlanta. The famous 
lefthander ended his distinguished pro-
fessional career with 305 wins, 2,607 
strikeouts, and two Cy Young Awards, 
which he received in 1991 and 1998, both 
as a Brave. 

In the Brave’s 1995 World Series vic-
tory, Glavine was named the most val-
uable player. When the lefty pitcher 
grabbed the bat and stepped up to the 
plate, we saw something not often seen 
in today’s game. He came out swinging 
and he could hit. 

Glavine was the recipient of four Sil-
ver Slugger Awards, an award given to 
the best offensive player at each posi-
tion each year. 

His teammate Greg Maddux was 
known as a right-handed control pitch-
er with great precision and accuracy, 
not missing his targets often. He 
wouldn’t beat you with a 100-mile-per- 
hour fastball, but he would embarrass 
you with placement and movement 
rarely seen before or since. 

Maddux started his career in 1986 
with the Chicago Cubs. Following his 
seventh season with the Cubs, and with 
the Cy Young Award under his belt, the 
Braves signed Maddux as a free agent 
in 1993, in what is widely described as 
one of baseball’s best free agent deals. 

He then went on to win five more 
consecutive Cy Young Awards in a 
Braves uniform. Maddux ended his ca-
reer with 335 wins, a 3.13 ERA, 3,371 
strikeouts, an impressive four Cy 
Young Awards, and a record 18 Gold 
Gloves in 23 seasons. 

Together these individuals led the 
Braves to 14 straight division cham-
pionships—an unparalleled accomplish-
ment in any sport. I daresay that 
record will likely never be broken. 

It comes as no surprise that the 
Braves have retired the numbers 6, 31, 
and 47 to celebrate and recognize the 
distinguished careers of these three 
men. 

I am pleased to join Georgians in 
congratulating Bobby Cox, Tom 
Glavine, and Greg Maddux on their tre-
mendous accomplishment of being in-
ducted into the National Baseball Hall 
of Fame. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant bill clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to dispense with 
the quorum call and to speak for up to 
5 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, at 
5:30 today the Senate is going to cast a 
very important vote to people in many 
States, not just the State of Louisiana, 
which I have had the honor and the 
privilege of representing now for al-
most 18 years, but to States from one 

end of this country to the other, in-
cluding coastal States and interior 
States, on an issue that is very impor-
tant to homeowners and business own-
ers alike. The vote we are going to cast 
is a vote to begin debating a Menendez- 
Isakson bill that will fix the many ur-
gent problems that have presented 
themselves in a recently passed bill 
called Biggert-Waters. 

Biggert-Waters is a bill that had 
wonderful intentions, which were to 
strengthen the flood insurance pro-
gram and to make it self-sustainable. 
It is a program many people depend on. 
It is a public-private partnership that 
provides affordable flood insurance for 
the middle class. But the bill was built 
backward and upside down. The bill 
had good intentions, but it has had 
very detrimental consequences. So the 
bill we are going to vote to go to de-
bate on—the Menendez-Isakson bill—is 
really a good-faith attempt to correct 
some of the problems with Biggert- 
Waters and to lead us in a direction to 
a place where this country can have a 
public-private partnership for flood in-
surance that actually works for the 
taxpayer, for the millions and millions 
of people—5 million plus—who are 
going to have to have flood insurance, 
whether they have had it in the past or 
not. There are new maps that are com-
ing and millions and millions of people 
will be required by the law to have 
flood insurance if they have a mort-
gage on their home, and most people 
have mortgages. Most people are un-
able to pay cash for their homes. Some 
people are fortunate to do so, but I 
would say 95 percent of the people have 
mortgages on their homes. So if people 
have mortgages, they are going to be 
required to have flood insurance, and if 
they are required to have flood insur-
ance they will have Biggert-Waters, 
unless we can postpone it and instead 
get Menendez-Isakson. 

Many of the critics who are not sup-
porting the reform effort we have un-
derway say we are trying to protect 
mansions on the beach. So I pulled 
some random pictures from the Web 
page I set up called ‘‘My Home My 
Story.’’ This is in St. Amant, LA, 
Walker, Belle Chasse, Chalmette, 
Pointe Coupee, Mandeville—these are a 
variety of neighborhoods—Independ-
ence, LA; New Orleans—there is no 
beach within miles of this home. There 
is no beach within miles of Independ-
ence. This is very far inland. 

We can see this is a home where 
there is water all around here, but this 
house is raised probably 13 to 17 feet, 
which is now the required elevation in 
many parts of Louisiana and the gulf 
coast. But except for this home, which 
looks like a beautiful old mansion, 
none of these are mansions and none of 
them are on a beach. What is hap-
pening all over America is that these 
flood maps are being put into place, 
not just on the coast of California or 
Louisiana or Mississippi, Alabama, 
Florida, but I call the attention of my 
colleagues particularly to inland 
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States such as Pennsylvania. We have 
had a lot of criticism from some of the 
representatives from Pennsylvania 
about what we are doing. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD the statistics 
about States that are not coastal 
States such as Pennsylvania. We just 
got some new material which I will 
submit for the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Community means any State, or area or 
political subdivision thereof, or any Indian 
tribe or authorized tribal organization or 
Alaska Native village or authorized native 
organization, which has authority to adopt 
and enforce floodplain management regula-
tions for the areas within its jurisdiction. 
The number of communities is approximate 
for each state. 

FIRMs 
Effective 

After 
July 

2012 

Proposed FIRM 
Updates Intro-

duced 

FIRM 
Updates 
Possible 

Total 

AK ............................ 5 10 10 25 
AL ............................ 50 50 150 250 
AR ............................ 30 15 50 95 
AZ ............................ 30 5 10 45 
CA ............................ 75 15 125 215 
CO ............................ 100 5 25 130 
CT ............................ 30 — 25 55 
DC ............................ — 5 — 5 
DE ............................ — 25 25 50 
FL ............................. 75 150 125 350 
GA ............................ 75 100 75 250 
HI ............................. — 5 5 10 
IA ............................. 75 15 300 390 
ID ............................. 5 5 50 60 
IL ............................. 50 125 250 425 
IN ............................. 75 5 25 105 
KS ............................ 10 15 100 125 
KY ............................ 100 125 75 300 
LA ............................ 50 10 50 110 
MA ........................... 125 — 50 175 
MD ........................... 50 100 10 160 
ME ........................... 15 100 150 265 
MI ............................ 75 — 475 550 
MN ........................... 75 — 100 175 
MO ........................... 75 5 100 180 
MS ........................... 50 75 75 200 
MT ............................ 50 5 10 65 
NC ............................ 15 300 250 565 
ND ............................ 125 5 5 135 
NE ............................ 30 15 50 95 
NH ............................ 50 25 — 75 
NJ ............................. 10 350 75 435 
NM ........................... 25 — 10 35 
NV ............................ 10 5 5 20 
NY ............................ 50 225 350 625 
OH ............................ 30 — 300 330 
OK ............................ 100 50 5 155 
OR ............................ 30 50 15 95 
PA ............................ 425 700 300 1425 
PR ............................ 5 — - 5 
RI ............................. 25 — 15 40 
SC ............................ 75 75 50 200 
SD ............................ 50 — 5 55 
TN ............................ 30 25 5 60 
TX ............................ 125 100 100 325 
UT ............................ 50 — 50 100 
VA ............................ 15 150 15 180 
VT ............................ 25 — 5 30 
WA ........................... 150 15 50 215 
WI ............................ 50 75 75 200 
WV ........................... 75 15 15 105 
WY ........................... 25 — 5 30 

Total Count ..... 2,950 3,150 4,200 10,300 

All of these dots on this map rep-
resent flood maps. The purple are flood 
maps that are in effect. Green are pro-
posed flood maps that will be intro-
duced, and gold are new flood maps 
that are possible. The State of Penn-
sylvania is No. 1 in the number of new 
flood maps that will be proposed, by a 
long shot. There will be 1,425 new maps 
in Pennsylvania alone—people who 
have never been in a flood zone, people 
who will soon be in a flood zone, and 
when they find out their insurance is 

$10,000 or $5,000 a year or $20,000 a year, 
they are not going to be happy, let me 
assure my colleagues. Pennsylvania is 
No. 1. No. 2 is New York where 625 new 
maps are going to be executed; in New 
Jersey, 435 new maps; in North Caro-
lina, 565 new maps; and in Michigan, 
550 new maps. 

Everyone thinks this is a Louisiana 
issue. I have been trying to say for a 
year and a half: Yes, this affects my 
State; yes, it affects Mississippi and 
Georgia and Alabama. But the country 
needs to wake up. This issue will affect 
people in many places, because of the 
new maps that are coming out, because 
of the new science, the new ability to 
measure elevations. There are going to 
be people who have never been in a 
flood zone, and they are going to be 
told they are now in a flood zone. We 
better get a program they can afford. 

I thank Senator MENENDEZ and Sen-
ator ISAKSON for their leadership. They 
will both speak later this evening as we 
move to this vote. Let’s have this de-
bate. Let’s come up with a new ap-
proach that works for the taxpayer, 
the homeowners, as well as the real-
tors, the bankers, and the stakeholder 
groups that have been so supportive. 
Realtors, home builders, the National 
Association of Counties, League of Cit-
ies, Bankers Association, Community 
Bankers, and Independent Insurance 
Agents are all supporting these efforts. 

I yield the floor and thank my col-
league for his courtesy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia. 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to be recognized for 
1 minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator from Iowa for allowing me 
to jump in front of him. 

I commend the Senator from Lou-
isiana and confirm everything she said. 
The vote tonight on the motion to pro-
ceed is important. This is an important 
debate not just for coastal States and 
not just for the coastline but for the 
entire United States, because the unin-
tended consequences of Biggert-Waters 
as it goes into place are less insurance 
coverage for less and less Americans 
and more damage in case of another 
terrible storm such as Sandy or 
Katrina. 

I commend the distinguished Senator 
from Louisiana and the coalition she 
has worked with to bring this issue for-
ward. I hope all of our colleagues will 
vote yes on the motion to proceed this 
evening. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa. 
WAR ON POVERTY 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, to-
morrow night we have the State of the 
Union Address, and news reports say 
that one of the issues the President 
will be speaking about is income in-
equality. That brings me to something 
I should have spoken on a couple of 

weeks ago, because January 8, 2014, 
marked the 50th anniversary of Presi-
dent Johnson’s call for a war on pov-
erty. This anniversary provides a time 
to reflect on and reevaluate its twin 
aims of poverty relief and economic op-
portunity. 

The goal of poverty relief is to ensure 
that even those who might find them-
selves in tough times have sufficient 
assistance to meet their basic human 
needs while lifting themselves out of 
abject poverty. In other words, we have 
to make sure people have a roof over 
their heads and food on their table, as 
minimums. 

The goal of economic opportunity is 
to ensure the lower rungs on the eco-
nomic ladder are strong enough to sup-
port that climb out of poverty. Eco-
nomic opportunity is another term for 
the American dream that through hard 
work, as we know, we can improve not 
just a person’s own lot in life but that 
a person’s children and a person’s chil-
dren’s children will be better off. 

If we judge the war on poverty ac-
cording to the first aim, a good case 
can be made that we have been very 
successful. Looking at the official pov-
erty level that is based on income prior 
to many transfer payments, little has 
changed since 1964. However, consump-
tion-based studies show the poor are 
much better off today than they were 
decades ago. A study available from 
the National Bureau of Economic Re-
search that looks at consumption rath-
er than income shows over a 26-percent 
decline in poverty since 1960. 

There is little doubt that programs 
from Social Security to food stamps, 
from Medicaid to heating assistance, 
have helped increase the standard of 
living for those at or below the poverty 
level. However, economic growth and 
the general decline in the cost of tech-
nology have also been a great source of 
poverty reduction. 

While providing relief from poverty 
is an admirable goal, the American 
dream has always been about oppor-
tunity. As President Johnson said in 
his State of the Union Address 50 years 
ago, the goal of the war on poverty ‘‘is 
not only to relieve the symptoms of 
poverty, but to cure it and, above all, 
to prevent it.’’ 

It is this goal of the war on poverty 
that has largely fallen flat. As I ref-
erenced earlier, the official poverty 
level has changed little in the 50-year 
fight on poverty, despite spending tril-
lions of dollars on antipoverty meas-
ures. In 1964, around 19 percent lived in 
poverty. Today, according to the most 
recent census data, that number stands 
only slightly lower at 15 percent. 

We all know America is the land of 
opportunity. In America, we have no 
caste system. Laws and social norms 
do not relegate any individual or any 
group of individuals to lower social sta-
tus. It can be tough, but individuals 
can and do climb their way to the top. 
Sometimes this process can take gen-
erations, but it has always been a 
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source of pride that the next genera-
tion is better off and has more opportu-
nities than the generation that came 
just before. 

Indeed, there is considerable upward 
mobility in our economy. A 2007 Treas-
ury study on income mobility found 
that between 1996 and 2005, around half 
of those taxpayers who found them-
selves in the bottom quintile in 1966 
moved to a higher income group in 
2005. 

How about the very top of the income 
distribution my colleagues are fixated 
on? Contrary to what some may claim, 
those at the top are not the same year 
after year. The Treasury study found of 
those taxpayers who were in the top 
one-hundredth of 1 percent in 1996, only 
25 percent remained in that group in 
2005. 

While there is upward mobility in 
America, there is always room for im-
provement. And there certainly are 
those who feel trapped in a cycle of 
poverty. 

Unfortunately, too often programs 
meant to help the less fortunate can 
act as an anchor, preventing Ameri-
cans from climbing up the ladder of 
success. I have no doubt the vast ma-
jority of those living at or below the 
poverty lines are very hard-working 
people. Our programs do not act as an 
anchor because of the poor themselves 
but because too often programs meant 
to help actually turn out to punish suc-
cess. Too often those who are seeking 
to escape generations of poverty feel as 
if the harder they work, the further be-
hind they get. 

The landmark welfare reform legisla-
tion Congress passed in 1996 sought to 
lift the anchor off the backs of the 
poor. It sought to increase opportunity 
by incentivizing individuals to work. 

The welfare reform law was meant to 
reward personal responsibility and a 
strong work ethic rather than punish 
these traits so essential to success. 

The landmark law established work 
requirements, requiring individuals to 
work when job ready and within 2 years 
after coming on assistance. To receive 
funding, States must require a min-
imum amount of work, and that par-
ticipation must be in hours by families 
receiving assistance. This meets one of 
TANF’s—Temporary Assistance for 
Needy Families—primary goals: to end 
the dependence of needy parents on 
government benefits by promoting job 
preparation. 

In other words, if you are going to 
move up the economic ladder, you have 
to be in the world to work. If you are 
shunted off to the side of society, out 
of sight, out of mind, then there is no 
opportunity to move up. 

In the years that followed, those who 
argued dire consequences would result, 
particularly for single mothers—these 
people were proven wrong. Following 
the enactment of welfare reform, there 
was a precipitous decline in welfare 
caseload and usage. At the same time, 
the single mother labor force participa-
tion rose and their incomes rose. 

Unfortunately, President Obama has 
persistently implemented policies that 
erode these statutory regulations; 
thereby, discouraging personal respon-
sibility and a strong work ethic. 

On July 12, 2012, the administration 
issued what is referred to as guidance 
to States about this TANF Program. 
This guidance explained how States 
can now seek waivers of work require-
ments for welfare recipients for the 
first time since the TANF Program was 
created in the 1996 welfare reform law. 

The 1996 welfare reform helped fami-
lies to enjoy the dignity of self-suffi-
ciency. It reduced poverty. Instead of 
pushing families out of poverty, the 
President’s policies trapped Americans 
in soul-crushing government depend-
ency. 

While welfare reform made strides, 
too often those working hard to get a 
leg up feel as if they are only treading 
water. In November 2012, the Congres-
sional Budget Office released a report 
looking at the effective marginal tax 
rate of low- and moderate-income 
workers; that is, how much extra tax 
or reduction in government benefits is 
imposed on an American worker when 
he or she earns an additional dollar of 
income; in other words, people are 
pretty sophisticated about looking at 
how much they get in a government 
program, and if they go into the world 
to work, are they going to be penalized 
for it instead of drawing help. 

According to CBO, in 2013, the aver-
age marginal effective tax rate faced 
by low- to moderate-income workers 
was 32 percent. Keep in mind this is 
just the average. Many workers experi-
ence marginal effective rates far ex-
ceeding the top statutory rate of 39.6 
percent paid by the highest income 
people in America. 

For an example, an economist with 
the Urban Institute calculated the 
marginal effective tax rate of a single 
parent with two children under various 
scenarios. Just one scenario examined 
what would happen if a household in-
come rose from $10,000 to $40,000. 

Perhaps a single mother was able to 
increase her skills and earning poten-
tial by taking classes at night at a 
local community college. If this single 
mother had been receiving all the bene-
fits she was eligible for, she would face 
a marginal effective tax rate of 80 per-
cent as a reward for trying to make a 
better life for her and her family. That 
is a far higher marginal tax rate than 
most on the left even proposed for the 
much derided top 1 percent. 

It is difficult to blame an individual 
in this situation who becomes disgrun-
tled and just gives up, not seeking em-
ployment. It is we in the government 
who have tilted the scales against 
those low-income Americans trying to 
realize the American dream. In order 
to alleviate this disincentive, there 
must be a better coordination between 
benefits and how they are phased out. 

Instead of reducing this disincentive 
to work, in recent years we have actu-
ally made it worse. The premium tax 

credit and cost-sharing subsidies that 
were enacted as a part of the Afford-
able Care Act will increase marginal 
tax rates by an average of 12 percent-
age points. Moreover, according to an 
analysis by the Joint Committee on 
Taxation, when the premium tax credit 
is fully in effect, some workers could 
experience ‘‘infinite marginal tax 
rates.’’ 

Some of you may wonder what is an 
infinite marginal tax rate. To put this 
into more understandable language, 
this means some workers could actu-
ally face marginal effective rates ex-
ceeding 100 percent. 

For a worker in this situation, it 
means if they decide to put in a few 
more hours at work or get a second job 
to earn extra cash, they could actually 
end up worse off financially. Of course, 
this is an absurd result that tells peo-
ple do not work hard, do not try to ad-
vance your situation, because if you 
do, we are going to take it all away 
from you. 

Harvard economics professor and 
former chief White House economist 
Greg Mankiw recently opined on this 
result saying: ‘‘It is hard to believe 
that the law is so badly written as to 
have this feature.’’ Well, Professor, be-
lieve it or not, the President and the 
majority party did enact this law with 
this feature, and they did so with the 
full knowledge of the Joint Committee 
on Taxation analysis which I had made 
public. 

Often I hear my colleagues on the 
other side come to the floor to pound 
the table about income inequality— 
something we are going to hear the 
President talk about tomorrow night 
in his State of the Union Address, we 
are told. There are a number of studies 
that examine income inequality. There 
is great variation among these studies 
on how income inequality is measured 
and the degree to which it has actually 
increased over the years. 

However, all these studies do point to 
some degree of increasing inequality 
over the last several decades. That we 
have to admit. This has occurred dur-
ing both Republican and Democratic 
administrations. It has also been oc-
curring across most of the developed 
countries. It happens not just in the 
United States but other places as well. 

My colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle often cite income inequality 
to justify whatever Democratic policy 
agenda is up at that particular time. 
Whether it is taxing the rich, raising 
the minimum wage or extending unem-
ployment benefits, they cite income in-
equality to justify their aims. 

However, these policies either fail to 
address the root causes of inequality or 
are nothing more than a temporary 
bandaid. Income inequality is a symp-
tom of much larger structural prob-
lems, not the disease itself. Raising 
taxes might be successful at generating 
revenue to fund greater wealth transfer 
payments, but it does nothing to rec-
tify what caused the inequality in the 
first place. 
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Soak-the-rich policies do not create 

greater opportunity for low-income in-
dividuals. In fact, because of the nega-
tive effects on economic growth and 
capital formation, they can reduce op-
portunity not only for the poor but for 
all Americans. Our country has histori-
cally been a land of opportunity. 
Whether such policies are well in-
tended or cynical political oppor-
tunism, they are not worth trading 
away our Nation’s legacy of oppor-
tunity. 

You do not have to take my word for 
the antigrowth effects of increasing 
taxes. Research by Christina Romer, 
President Obama’s former chief econo-
mist, found that a tax increase of 1 per-
cent of GDP reduces economic growth 
by as much as 3 percent. According to 
this study, tax increases have such a 
substantial effect on economic growth 
because of the ‘‘powerful negative ef-
fect of tax increases on investment.’’ 

In effect, what those who pursue 
wealth-destroying redistributionist 
policies are saying—to quote Margaret 
Thatcher—is that they ‘‘would rather 
that the poor were poorer, provided 
that the rich were less rich.’’ 

That may reduce inequality but at 
the expense of making us all worse off. 
Our goal must be to create wealth and 
to create opportunity for all Ameri-
cans. 

I reject the notion that in order to 
improve the lot of one individual some-
one else must be made worse off. The 
leadership of the majority has become 
fixated on redistributing the existing 
economic pie. I believe the better pol-
icy is to increase the size of that pie. 
When this occurs, no one is made bet-
ter off at the expense of anyone else. 

This is best achieved through 
progrowth policies aimed at growing 
the economic pie, not by taking from 
some and giving to others. 

Similarly, increasing the minimum 
wage or extending emergency unem-
ployment benefits also fail to address 
long-term causes of inequality. These 
proposals are well intended, and I my-
self have supported both under the 
right circumstances but neither strike 
at the heart of income inequality. 

While there are many contributing 
factors, much of the research points to 
the widening wage gap between skilled 
and unskilled labor. If we are to ad-
dress income inequality, the primary 
focus must be on ensuring individuals 
have the skills necessary to compete in 
a 21st century economy. 

One way to accomplish this is 
through greater competition in edu-
cation through increased school choice. 
We should also further expand our ef-
forts made in 1996 to incentivize indi-
viduals to work and ensure those who 
want to work can gain the skills that 
are necessary for a 21st century econ-
omy. 

There are certain ways we can help 
reduce poverty and promote oppor-
tunity. However, just throwing more 
and more money at existing programs 
is not the answer. According to a Con-

gressional Research Service report, 
Federal spending on low-income assist-
ance programs as a percent of Federal 
outlays has more than doubled since 
the 1970s. 

No amount of money then will 
change the tried-and-true formula for 
escaping poverty; namely, graduate 
high school, wait until marriage to 
have children, and find a job and keep 
it for at least 1 year. While even those 
who follow this formula can fall on 
tough times, statistically it is rare 
that they will find themselves poor for 
a sustained period of time. 

We should be sure our laws and pro-
grams encourage rather than discour-
age these three keys to success. One 
place to start is to take a look at re-
ducing or eliminating the marriage 
penalty that can arise in both our tax 
laws and benefit programs. 

The war on poverty will not be won 
as long as the value of marriage is di-
minished. 

You cannot disagree with the facts. 
Children in single-parent households 
will face more challenges and are more 
likely to be poor. 

Some economists say that children 
raised in single-parent homes are four 
times more likely to be living in pov-
erty. According to census data, in 2012 
just 6.3 percent of the families headed 
by married couples are poor. In con-
trast, 31 percent of those in single-par-
ent households are poor. 

Today, more children are born out of 
wedlock, more marriages are dissolved, 
families are not as strong as they could 
or should be, and we have a social prob-
lem that cannot be cured with more 
government spending. The war on pov-
erty must be solved in part by encour-
aging and nurturing healthy families. 

Of course, there is no magic cure-all 
for poverty. In fact, that is the point. 
The notion that experts in Washington 
can wage a successful war on poverty 
with spending programs as a weapon 
was never realistic. We are dealing 
with real people, with real lives trying 
to realize their dreams, not pieces on a 
chess board that we can move around 
as we wish. 

Our goal should be to tear down the 
barriers to economic opportunity and 
simply get out of the way. When we 
discover that well-intentioned pro-
grams designed to help the poor are ac-
tually trapping them in generational 
poverty, we need to have the courage 
to chart a new course. 

The American dream is not to be de-
pendent upon others for bare substance 
but to have the opportunity to get 
ahead through your own hard work and 
perseverance. All Americans deserve 
the self-respect that comes from earn-
ing your own success in life. 

Millions of immigrants have flocked 
to our shores because America offered 
greater economic opportunity than any 
other nation. We are at risk of losing 
part of what has made our society 
unique. We should seize the oppor-
tunity of this anniversary of the war 
on poverty 50 years ago to reevaluate 

our approach to ending poverty and get 
back to what has historically worked 
for generations of Americans, and that 
is simply to promote economic oppor-
tunity. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Mississippi. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, my re-

marks to the Senate will deal with the 
Homeowner Flood Insurance Afford-
ability Act. I am pleased the Senate is 
close to considering a bill to protect 
homeowners and businesses from unin-
tended increases in the cost of flood in-
surance. 

In July 2012, as part of a larger legis-
lative package that included the high-
way bill and the Gulf Coast RESTORE 
Act, Congress passed the so-called 
Biggert-Waters Flood Insurance Re-
form Act with no opportunity for 
amendments. The Biggert-Waters Act 
generally succeeded in its aim to 
strengthen and ensure the long-term 
fiscal solvency of the National Flood 
Insurance Program. 

But we need to take another look at 
a few of the act’s reforms that are 
causing a great deal of consternation 
throughout my State and the rest of 
the country. At the time of its consid-
eration by the Senate, we knew 
Biggert-Waters might cause modest in-
creases in flood insurance premiums. 
Administration officials testified re-
peatedly before our committees that 
the increases would be manageable for 
American homeowners. 

Unfortunately, the increases have 
been anything but manageable, as sky-
rocketing premiums are driving citi-
zens out of their homes and threat-
ening the future viability of entire 
communities. 

These Americans are receiving no-
tices that their flood insurance pre-
miums are rising to stratospheric 
heights, regardless of the fact that 
their homes may have never flooded or 
despite investments in flood control in-
frastructure and mitigation against fu-
ture risk. 

A constituent from Ocean Springs, 
MS, contacted my office to give us her 
perspective on the legislation. She 
wrote: 

Built in 1986, [my house] survived all hurri-
canes including Katrina. I used my retire-
ment savings to buy the house. Before clos-
ing, flood insurance was grandfathered at 
$245 per year. After closing, the rate sky-
rocketed to $18,450. You can understand my 
shock. 

If you do the math, her new rates are 
more than 75 times the rate when she 
purchased her home. I hope Senators 
will vote to end this debate tonight and 
proceed to the Homeowner Flood Insur-
ance Affordability Act. This is our op-
portunity to protect homeowners from 
skyrocketing flood insurance pre-
miums until Congress is provided as-
surances from the administration re-
lated to affordability and the engineer-
ing practices it is using to make flood 
insurance rate determinations. 

A study by the National Academies 
of Science produced in March 2013 has 
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called into question some of the engi-
neering practices the government uses 
to determine rates. It is important 
that we make certain the government’s 
engineering practices and procedures 
are sound and understand the implica-
tions of these rates before we allow 
them to devalue private property and 
ruin people’s lives. It will be very chal-
lenging to rebuild neighborhoods or re-
store home equity once they are lost. 
We must get it right. 

The long-term solvency of the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program is crit-
ical to protecting taxpayer invest-
ments, communicating flood risk to 
homeowners and encouraging commu-
nities to invest in mitigation meas-
ures. The reform legislation enacted in 
2012 made positive changes to the pro-
gram. However, some of those changes 
are now working in opposition to the 
broader goals of reform. These short-
comings are alienating the very people 
the program is intended to help and ac-
tually threaten to make the program 
less solvent in the long run. 

The long term viability of the flood 
insurance program is important to 
many inland and coastal States. The 
new insurance rates penalize citizens, 
who have followed the rules and places 
the heaviest burden on those who are 
just now recovering from recent disas-
ters. In my State, communities con-
tinue to work to overcome the damage 
caused by the greatest natural disaster 
in our Nation’s history, the effects of 
the Deepwater Horizon oil spill in 2010, 
and now dramatic flood insurance rate 
increases. 

Our bill does not create new pro-
grams to address rising premiums. It 
simply leaves in place some current 
practices so that we can make sure the 
productive reforms we enacted in 2012 
will actually improve the credibility of 
the program among communities and 
homeowners. Our bill would not affect 
the positive reforms related to expand-
ing program participation or the phase- 
out of subsidized flood insurance pre-
miums for vacation homes and homes 
that have a history of repeated flood-
ing. 

The consideration and passage of this 
bill would represent a bipartisan con-
sensus to make modest changes to ex-
isting law, while protecting home-
owners and steering the National Flood 
Insurance Program onto a path to fis-
cal sustainability. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for up to 
15 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I 
rise in support of the Homeowner Flood 
Insurance Affordability Act, which I 
have sponsored with Senator ISAKSON. 
It is a bipartisan, bicameral piece of 
legislation to ensure that families will 
be able to afford flood insurance so 
they can stay in their homes, busi-
nesses can stay open, and property val-

ues will not plummet. This broadly bi-
partisan legislation will stop the most 
onerous and damaging rate increases 
while minimizing the impact on the 
National Flood Insurance Program’s 
solvency. 

I want to thank all of those who have 
supported the legislation, all of our co-
sponsors, as well as the National Asso-
ciation of Home Builders, the National 
Association of Realtors, the American 
Bankers Association, the Independent 
Community Bankers of America, the 
Independent Insurance Agents and Bro-
kers of America, the National Associa-
tion of Counties, the National League 
of Cities, and Greater New Orleans, In-
corporated, who have all endorsed our 
bill. 

I specifically want to thank my lead 
Republican cosponsor Senator ISAKSON. 
I have had the pleasure to work with 
Senator ISAKSON on a number of issues. 
I have come to respect his honesty and 
desire to come together and get things 
done regardless of the issue. 

I also want to thank Senator LAN-
DRIEU who has been focused like a 
hawk on this issue for years now. She 
is without a doubt the Senate’s pre-
eminent expert on disaster recovery 
and flooding issues. The people of Lou-
isiana are fortunate to have such a 
tireless champion. She has taken the 
time and effort to understand every as-
pect of flooding and disaster recovery. 

I saw that expertise firsthand when 
Senator LANDRIEU came to New Jersey 
after Sandy struck and worked with us. 
I cannot thank her enough for the val-
uable insight she gave to us as we were 
dealing with Sandy recovery. 

When Sandy struck New Jersey, over 
2 million households were without 
power, 346,000 homes were damaged or 
lay in ruin, and, most tragically of all, 
37 fellow New Jerseyans lost their 
lives. But true to our State’s motto we 
were Jersey tough. People who lost 
their homes were knocked down but 
not out. They got up, dusted them-
selves off and started the long process 
of rebuilding. 

But just as they were getting started, 
they got hit by another disaster, this 
time a manmade one that took the 
form of drastic flood insurance pre-
mium hikes that threaten to finish the 
job that Sandy started. I started re-
ceiving letters—first dozens, then hun-
dreds, then thousands of people plead-
ing to me for help. They wrote in des-
peration that their insurance premium 
was about to go from about $1,000 a 
year to an incredible $10,000. They told 
me after exhausting all of their savings 
on repairing and rebuilding their home, 
they simply had no more to spare— 
none left. 

They were being hit by what I have 
come to call a triple whammy. First 
they got hit by the worst natural dis-
aster in our State’s history. Then they 
were faced with drastically elevated 
premiums mandated by Biggert- 
Waters. Finally, they had to contend 
with fatally flawed mapping processes 
that further exacerbated the drastic 
rate increases. 

While Sandy made New Jersey espe-
cially vulnerable to the rate hikes re-
quired under Biggert-Waters, make no 
mistake about it, this is not a New Jer-
sey or New York issue. It is not even a 
coastal issue. The reason this bill has 
such broad support across the ideolog-
ical and geographical spectrum and the 
political spectrum is because flood in-
surance is not just a coastal or a north-
east issue, it is an issue that affects 
the entire country. 

The fact remains that 55 percent of 
Americans live within 50 miles of the 
coast. National Flood Insurance in-
sures more than 5.5 million properties 
across all 50 States. Every State in the 
Nation will see premiums on some of 
their properties increase as a result of 
Biggert-Waters. As this map shows, 
FEMA is in the process of updating 
maps in every State. The different col-
ors are simply what the status is of 
that effort. 

People who played by the rules and 
built to code will suddenly find that 
they are no longer in compliance and 
will be faced with a difficult decision: 
Spend upwards of $100,000 to elevate 
their home 3, 4, 5 or more feet from its 
current level or see their annual insur-
ance premium spike from $1,000 to 
$10,000 to $20,000 over the next 5 years. 

Not all of these increases will be so 
drastic, but the many that are will act 
as a de facto eviction notice for home-
owners who have lived in their homes 
and played by the rules their entire 
lives. If they try too sell their homes, 
prospective buyers will balk after 
learning of the high premium cost that 
comes with it, leaving the owner no 
choice but to sell at a fire sale. 

This will drive down property values 
just as the housing market is still 
struggling to recover. We all know that 
declining property values have a dom-
ino effect, causing entire neighbor-
hoods to decline in value, which in turn 
hurts the broader economy. What is 
most alarming is the fact that FEMA 
does not even know the size or scope of 
this problem. 

They were supposed to complete a 
study into the affordability of rate in-
creases under Biggert-Waters by last 
April, but they failed to do it. This was 
a mandated study that I was able to in-
clude in Biggert-Waters because I knew 
that this was going to be a problem. 
The main reason for the delay is they 
simply do not know what the new rates 
are going to look like. They do not 
know how many families will see rates 
double or triple—or many times more— 
so they cannot even guess on how these 
hikes will affect affordability. 

Think about that for a second. We 
are making dramatic changes in policy 
that could impact more than 5.5 mil-
lion policyholders—that is really fami-
lies. These changes can have ripple ef-
fects throughout the housing market 
and our entire economy, before we even 
know the extent of the changes and 
their impact. 

That is simply not acceptable. No 
one can argue to me that is sound pub-
lic policy. In addition to the impacts 
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on families, the housing market, and 
the economy, drastic rate increases 
could actually have the perverse effect 
of undermining the solvency of the pro-
gram. It could end up costing tax-
payers more in disaster assistance pay-
ments by pricing homeowners out of 
insurance. 

Recent reports suggest that only 
about 18 percent of properties in the 
flood zones participate in the program. 
One study has shown that for every 10- 
percent increase in premiums, program 
participation decreases by approxi-
mately 2.9 percent, almost 3 percent. 

If rates are raised too high and too 
quickly, people will simply opt to drop 
their insurance, decreasing participa-
tion and the risk pool the National 
Flood Insurance Program draws on. 
The sharper the increases, the higher 
the proportion of dropouts. As with any 
insurance fund, this is about spreading 
risk. The smaller the risk pool, the 
greater the risk, and, therefore, the 
higher the costs. It perpetuates itself. 

By pricing people out of the flood in-
surance program, increasing rates 
could have the unintended con-
sequences of actually making the pro-
gram less solvent. Reduced program 
participation would also increase the 
amount taxpayers are on the hook in 
disaster assistance payments. 

Since FEMA grants, SBA loans, and 
other disaster assistance are reserved 
for unmet needs, more uninsured home-
owners translate into more disaster as-
sistance payouts. 

Not only are we blind to the extent of 
these rate hikes and the effect they 
will have on program participation and 
the overall budget, we are also allow-
ing what I believe to be a highly ques-
tionable mapping process to justify 
them. My experience with FEMA’s map 
updates has led me to have serious 
doubts about the process and the accu-
racy of their results. 

In December of 2012, FEMA released 
advisory base flood elevation maps, or 
ABFEs, for 10 counties in New Jersey. 
These showed a dramatic expansion of 
what are known as a V zone, which are 
high-risk flood zones that require 
houses to undergo special retrofitting 
that is often prohibitively expensive. 
For the thousands of families who were 
now in this dread V zone, the notifica-
tion they received might as well have 
been an eviction notice, because they 
were never going to be able to afford 
the retrofitting, and without it they 
couldn’t afford their premiums. 

To be fair, FEMA did say that this 
first round of maps was conservative 
and subject to change in the next phase 
of the updates, but they maintained 
the changes would be minimal and the 
zones would remain largely intact. 

After working with municipalities 
and counties, challenging the accuracy 
of these maps, and pushing FEMA to 
expedite their review process, they fi-
nally released a new iteration that 
showed as much as an 80-percent de-
cline in the V-zone area in some of our 
counties. This was not a small mistake 
or a rounding error, it was a fatally 
flawed process that resulted in needless 
anxiety and frustration for thousands 
of homeowners only months out from 
Sandy. 

While this is bad enough, imagine 
how much worse the consequences 
would have been if premium rates were 

increased to reflect these inaccurate 
ABFEs. Families would be forced out of 
their homes and homeowners would 
lose the most valuable asset they 
have—something they have worked 
their whole lives for—all because of in-
accurate maps. 

While there is no question we need to 
put the flood insurance program on a 
more solvent trajectory, we first need 
to understand the scope of these 
changes and be sure the mapping proc-
ess used to set these rates is accurate. 
We need to understand the impact 
these dramatic changes in Biggert- 
Waters will have on the housing mar-
ket before it is too late. 

Unfortunately, Biggert-Waters forces 
changes that are far too large, far too 
fast, without having all the facts. It re-
quires FEMA to increase rates dra-
matically even before FEMA knows the 
scope of these changes or how they will 
impact program participation. That is 
why our bill would impose a morato-
rium on the phaseout of subsidies in 
Biggert-Waters for most primary resi-
dences until FEMA completes the af-
fordability study that was mandated in 
Biggert-Waters and proposes a regu-
latory framework to address the issues 
found in the study. 

It would also require FEMA to cer-
tify in writing that it has implemented 
a flood mapping approach that utilizes 
sound scientific and engineering meth-
odologies before certain rate reforms 
are implemented. For any property 
sales that occurred during this period, 
the homeowner would continue to re-
ceive the same treatment as the pre-
vious owner of the property, unless 
they trigger some other provision of 
Biggert-Waters not covered by this bill. 
For prospective home buyers, the cer-
tainty that they will not see their rate 
dramatically increase simply because 
they purchased a home is critically im-
portant to maintaining property val-
ues. 

Also, this new legislation would give 
FEMA more flexibility to complete the 
affordability study. It would reimburse 
qualifying homeowners for successful 
appeals of erroneous flood map deter-
minations. It would give communities 
fair credit for locally funded flood pro-
tection systems. It would continue the 
fair treatment afforded to communities 
with floodproof basement exemptions. 
It would provide for a FEMA ombuds-
man to advocate for and provide infor-
mation to policyholders. 

Just as important as what this bill 
would do, it is also important to know 
what this bill will not do. The legisla-
tion would not stop the phaseout of 
taxpayer subsidies for vacation homes 
and homes that have substantially 
been damaged. It would not stop the 
phaseout of taxpayer-funded subsidies 
for properties that have been repet-
itively flooded, including the 1 percent 
riskiest properties that account for 
over one-third of all claims. It would 
not encourage new construction in en-
vironmentally sensitive or flood-prone 
areas, and it would not stop most of 
the important reforms included in 
Biggert-Waters. 

This legislation simply provides tem-
porary relief to a targeted group of 
property owners who played by the 
rules and are now poised to see the 
most valuable asset in their life be-
come worthless, all through no fault of 
their own. 

This bill doesn’t include everything I 
wanted—and I know there are many 
other ideas that other cosponsors 
wanted to include—but in order to 
reach a true consensus, this bill focuses 
on ideas that had broad bipartisan sup-
port. That is why we are here today, 
Democrats and Republicans, asking for 
the support of the Senate on this vital 
piece of legislation. 

We tried to reach a delicate balance 
with this bill that recognizes the need 
to improve solvency and phase out cer-
tain subsidies, but tries to do so with-
out discouraging program participation 
and thus undermining solvency and fis-
cal responsibility. 

Finally, this isn’t only about insur-
ance rates, tables, and actuarial risk 
rates, it is about our fellow citizens. It 
is about people, people who played by 
the rules their whole lives and are now 
facing a life-altering event they never 
could have prepared or planned for. 

If Biggert-Waters is allowed to be im-
plemented as written, we will see prop-
erty values drop, middle-class families 
forced from their homes, and our econ-
omy suffer. 

The Homeowner Flood Insurance Af-
fordability Act is a broadly bipartisan, 
carefully crafted, tightly targeted ap-
proach to restore the solvency of the 
program, while fulfilling the original 
intent of the program to make flood in-
surance affordable and accessible. That 
is why we hope our colleagues will vote 
yes on cloture so we can proceed to 
provide relief to families before it is 
too late. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 

has expired. 
CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in ac-

cordance with the provisions of rule 
XXII of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, hereby move to bring to a close de-
bate on the motion to proceed to Cal-
endar No. 294, S. 1926, a bill to delay 
the implementation of certain provi-
sions of the Biggert-Waters Flood In-
surance Reform Act of 2012, and for 
other purposes. 

HARRY REID; ROBERT MENENDEZ; MARY L. 
LANDRIEU; SHERROD BROWN; RICHARD 
BLUMENTHAL; JOE MANCHIN III; TOM 
UDALL; PATRICK J. LEAHY; BILL NEL-
SON; CHRISTOPHER A. COONS; CHRIS-
TOPHER MURPHY; MARK R. WARNER; 
KAY R. HAGAN; AMY KLOBUCHAR; TIM 
KAINE; THOMAS R. CARPER; DIANNE 
FEINSTEIN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the quorum call has 
been waived. 

The question is, is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the motion to 
proceed to S. 1926, a bill to delay the 
implementation of certain provisions 
of the Biggert-Waters Flood Insurance 
Reform Act of 2012 and to reform the 
National Association of Registered 
Agents and Brokers, and for other pur-
poses, shall be brought to a close? 
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The yeas and nays are mandatory 

under the rule. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Iowa (Mr. HARKIN), is 
necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DON-
NELLY). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 86, 
nays 13, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 14 Leg.] 
YEAS—86 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Baldwin 
Baucus 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boozman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cruz 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Fischer 
Flake 

Franken 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagan 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson (WI) 
Kaine 
King 
Kirk 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 

Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Portman 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Toomey 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Vitter 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—13 

Barrasso 
Coburn 
Corker 
Crapo 
Enzi 

Heller 
Inhofe 
Lee 
Moran 
Paul 

Risch 
Roberts 
Shelby 

NOT VOTING—1 

Harkin 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ayes 
are 86 and the nays are 13. Three-fifths 
of the Senators duly chosen and sworn 
having voted in the affirmative, the 
motion is agreed to. 

The Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak for up to 
10 minutes as if in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

EXTENDING UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, it has 
been almost 1 month since Senators 
and House Members went home and 
failed to extend unemployment insur-
ance, a lifeline for 1.6 million Ameri-
cans. 

In my home State of Ohio, 52,000 have 
lost their unemployment benefits—peo-
ple who were working, lost their jobs, 
were looking for work, and have had 
their benefits ended. Another 76,000 in 
my State alone—from Toledo to Chil-
licothe to Cleveland to Dayton—will 
lose their benefits by the end of the 
year. 

This insurance program is not called 
unemployment welfare; it is called un-
employment insurance. People pay into 
it when they are working and get the 

benefits when they are laid off, and 
they only receive these benefits if they 
are actively seeking work. This is why 
it is called unemployment insurance. 
This is a program which has worked. 
This not only hurts the families who 
aren’t receiving the unemployment 
benefits of about $300 a week. It is also 
money which goes into our economy 
and helps our economy grow. 

A new report shows that because we 
didn’t have an extension of these bene-
fits, we have lost $1.76 billion in eco-
nomic activity just in this 1 month 
alone. Ohio has lost tens of millions of 
dollars. 

What does that mean? It means peo-
ple don’t have $300 a week in their 
pocket to go to the grocery store or to 
fix their car which they need to look 
for work. They don’t have money to go 
to the local store or to buy clothes for 
their kids. 

Economic experts have said extend-
ing unemployment benefits will create 
200,000 jobs in our country because of 
the economic activity generated. So it 
is not just these families—in Ohio, 
52,000 workers and in many cases their 
families—who are hurting. It is also 
the communities from Toledo to Steu-
benville, all over my State, and all 
over this country. At a time when Con-
gress should be helping to grow this 
economy, our inaction slows growth 
and makes it harder to find work. 

We know we are still emerging from 
the worst recession since the Great De-
pression. We have made progress, but 
there are still nearly 11 million Ameri-
cans unemployed, and about 4 million 
have been unemployed for at least 27 
weeks. 

When President Bush signed the lat-
est round of emergency assistance into 
effect, the unemployment rate was 
about 5.5 percent—more than 1 point 
lower than it is today. Today, the long- 
term unemployment rate is more than 
double what it has been at any other 
time Congress has let emergency job-
less assistance expire. 

Americans work hard. They want to 
work. Yet there is one job opening for 
every three job seekers. 

The same people who don’t like un-
employment insurance typically don’t 
like the way Social Security works— 
another social insurance program—and 
typically don’t like Medicare—another 
social insurance program. Medicare, 
Social Security, unemployment insur-
ance—they are social insurance pro-
grams you pay into when you are work-
ing and get benefits when you are not, 
whether it is Medicare or Social Secu-
rity or whether it is unemployment. 

I will read a couple stories from real 
people affected by this. These aren’t 
just numbers. These are real people 
hurt when Congress doesn’t do its job. 

Senator JACK REED of Rhode Island 
has been on this floor over and over. A 
number of us have pushed for this un-
employment insurance extension. We 
continue to be met by a threatened fili-
buster. The House of Representatives 
continues to dig in and do nothing 

about unemployment insurance be-
cause they simply don’t believe in the 
unemployment insurance program. 

I’m in my mid-40s, have a Master’s degree, 
and had an excellent career history until I 
was laid off—through no fault of my own— 
late last spring. I’ve been searching for work 
for 7 months and hope to find something 
soon. While I am encouraged that I have had 
five interviews in the last two weeks, I know 
that if I am not hired soon, I will not be able 
to pay my rent and buy groceries. 

I would much rather be working, and I am 
doing the best I can to find something. 
Please do not assume the long term unem-
ployed have given up. We have not. We need 
support in continuing our search, however, 
so we can afford the bare necessities. 

The $300 a week for somebody like 
Emily—I don’t know precisely what 
she would get based on her income and 
all the years she worked and all that 
she would need, but it is clear we are 
turning our backs on people such as 
Emily from Lake County. 

Matthew from Cuyahoga County: 
I was laid off almost a year ago, and I have 

been diligently looking for work but have 
not been able to find anything yet. 

One of my children was recently diagnosed 
with an incurable, yet manageable disease, 
and the medical bills have exhausted our 
emergency fund. 

I have worked extremely hard my entire 
adult life to provide a good life for my fam-
ily only to see it threatened by the continual 
bickering in Congress. For many of us, the 
recession is not over. 

Please work with other Senators to con-
tinue the federal unemployment benefits. 

That is what we are doing. We are 
going to continue to bring this issue to 
the floor. We are going to continue to 
work to extend unemployment insur-
ance for people such as Matthew, for 
people such as Emily. 

Terry from Medina County writes: 
I am a 59 year old single parent and have 

been diligently looking for employment 
since November of 2012, [13 months]. I have 
been able to secure some temporary work 
but not a permanent job. 

I have worked since I was 17 years old and 
I have never been out of work before. I am 
also a college educated woman with a Mas-
ters Degree in Public Administration. If I 
don’t find something soon, I may have to file 
for bankruptcy. My house will likely go into 
foreclosure by the spring. My son may have 
to live with his dad to finish out his last year 
of high school, and he will struggle to obtain 
the necessary finances to afford college. 

Senator Brown, I want to work. I do not 
want to stay home and collect unemploy-
ment or not utilize my brain, talents and ex-
perience. I am an intelligent, capable, 
healthy person with a lot to offer. . . . 

It is time to stop blaming those who have 
been unemployed due to these circumstances 
and stop publicly declaring they don’t want 
to work. 

I could have brought 15 more letters 
to the floor from people who have had 
long work histories, of people who lost 
their jobs because of economic situa-
tion—not because of anything they did 
wrong—of people who are looking ac-
tively for work, of people who simply 
want to continue contributing to their 
family and to their community. 

I urge my colleagues to get out of 
Washington, to do as Pope Francis said 
when he exhorted his parish priests: Go 
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out and smell like the flock. Go out 
and understand how people live and 
what their lives are like and how peo-
ple suffer if they cannot find work and, 
where we can, do something about it 
to, No. 1, help the 50,000 families in 
Ohio and over a million around the 
country and, No. 2, help grow our econ-
omy by the infusion of these dollars 
into communities that will make a dif-
ference in the lives of those families 
and help to create jobs in our commu-
nities. 

I yield the floor. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DURBIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent to speak in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

TRIBUTE TO JOHN ROGERS, SR. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, last Fri-

day at Rockefeller Chapel on the cam-
pus of the University of Chicago hun-
dreds braved the frigid weather to pay 
tribute to a fallen American hero. The 
life story of John Rogers, Sr., recalls 
an extraordinary chapter in the life of 
our Nation. 

Seventy years ago, during World War 
II, the first African-American military 
aviators in the history of the United 
States Armed Forces deployed to North 
Africa. 

These brave men were part of the 
now-legendary 99th Pursuit Squadron 
of the United States Army Air Corps. 
We know them better today as the very 
first Tuskegee Airmen to be deployed 
overseas—the first of the first. 

During the war, Tuskegee Airmen 
were often referred to as ‘‘Red Tails,’’ 
after the distinctive color of the air-
craft tails. Many of the bomber crews 
whose missions the Tuskegee Airman 
escorted over Nazi-occupied Europe had 
another name for them. They called 
them the ‘‘Red-Tailed Angels’’ because 
they made possible for so many other 
pilots to come home after the war to 
their families. 

Last Tuesday, one of those original 
Red-Tailed Angels went to his final 
home. I am proud to say that I knew 
him and his family. His name was 
Judge John Rogers. He was 95 years 
old. He lived in Chicago. 

Let me tell you about him. 
John Rogers was born in Knoxville, 

TN in 1918. His father was a minister 
who also owned his own 12-chair barber 
shop. His mother died of tuberculosis 
when Judge Rogers was just 4 years 
old. The family lives across the street 
from Knoxville College, which John’s 
parents had both attended. 

Their father instilled in John and his 
three sisters a reverence for education. 
In addition to learning, young John 
Rogers also developed a love of flying. 

These were years when flying was still 
a new miracle. 

As a boy, Judge Rogers would con-
struct his own model planes using 
paper, string and the light wood from 
cheese boxes. When he was 9 or 10 years 
old, he walked miles from his family’s 
home to the Knoxville airport just to 
be able to say that he had touched an 
airplane. When he was 12, he suffered 
another terrible loss. His father died of 
kidney failure. 

John and his three sisters moved to 
Chicago to live with his mother’s 
brother, a kind man who raised them 
in a loving home. Judge Rogers at-
tended Tilden Technical High School in 
Chicago, walking 4 miles each way to 
school—8 miles a day. 

After high school, he earned a degree 
from Chicago Teachers College. He put 
himself through college working as a 
short-order cook, among other jobs. 
After college, he became a teacher in 
the Chicago public schools. 

At the same time he was studying to 
be a teacher, he was also learning to 
fly in the Army’s Civilian Pilot Train-
ing Program in Chicago, where all the 
instructors were black. 

He received his civilian pilot’s li-
cense in 1938, when he was 20 years 
old—one of only about 120 African 
Americans pilot in the whole country 
at that time. 

When World War II broke out, John 
Rogers tried to enlist in the Army as a 
pilot. The Army told him that it didn’t 
have any ‘‘colored’’ pilots and didn’t 
have any plans to have any ‘‘colored’’ 
pilots,’’ but they had an opening for a 
truck driver. John Rogers told them: 
No thanks. He said he figured if he was 
going to be in combat, it was safer to 
be in the air than on the ground. So he 
volunteered in 1941 for a new Army Air 
Corps training program that had just 
been established for African American 
pilots in Tuskegee, AL. 

He became part of the 99th Pursuit 
Squadron, the first all-black air unit, 
under the leadership of the legendary 
Lt. Colonel—later General—Benjamin 
O. Davis. In April 1943, he one of the 
first 28 African-American pilots to go 
overseas. 

The 99th was based in Northern Afri-
ca and flew escort and bombing mis-
sions over Italy. Pilots of the 99th once 
set a record for destroying five enemy 
aircraft in under 4 minutes. Even 
among such an elite group of pilots, 
John Rogers stood out for his keen eye-
sight and steady nerves. 

Mark Hanson is curator of the 
Chanute Air Museum—formerly 
Chanute Air Force Base—in Rantoul, 
IL, where the 99th was first activated. 
He said John Rogers was revered as a 
pilot who was so good he ‘‘could put a 
500-pound bomb through a building’s 
window.’’ 

A photo at the Chanute museum, 
taken by an armaments officer and 
friend, shows John Rogers standing 
next to his P–40 Warhawk. An inscrip-
tion on the photo reads: ‘‘This is Jack 
Rogers, the best dive-bomber pilot in 
the business.’’ 

Another photo of John Rogers and 
members of the 99th hangs at the 
Smithsonian Air and Space Museum in 
Washington, DC. 

The skill of the men of the 99th was 
well known among pilots, especially by 
the British, who often asked for the 
Airmen’s close-air support. 

What I am about to say here I read as 
I sat at that church service. I looked at 
it and I said it must be a misprint, and 
I read it again and it is true. All told, 
John Rogers flew 120 often dangerous 
combat missions for his Nation, over 
Europe, most of it over Nazi-occupied 
territory, and he rose to the rank of 
Army captain—120 missions. 

After the war, he returned to Chi-
cago. He decided at that time he want-
ed to go to law school so he said: I am 
going to the best. He applied over the 
phone at the University of Chicago law 
school. He was told that he lacked ‘‘the 
necessary qualifications.’’ 

Undeterred, John Roger showed up 
the next day at the law school wearing 
his Army officer’s uniform. He said 
that someone who served his country 
in war deserved a chance to at least 
take a test to prove that he did have 
the qualifications to go to law school. 
So they gave him a test and he passed 
it, and he attended law school under 
the GI bill. 

He went to school year-round, sum-
mers too, and graduated ahead of his 
class in 1948. He also, over time, earned 
a Ph.D. from Ohio State University. 

On his first day in law school, John 
Rogers met his future wife Jewel 
Stradford, who would go on to become 
the first African American woman to 
graduate from the University of Chi-
cago law school. She later served in the 
administrations of two Presidents of 
the United States. John and Jewel 
Rogers have one son, John, Jr. Al-
though they divorced after 15 years of 
marriage, they remained close friends 
until her death many years later, and 
they both were actively engaged in 
raising an extraordinary son who is my 
friend today. 

Judge Rogers practiced law in Chi-
cago for almost 30 years. He gained a 
reputation as an outstanding attorney 
who was committed to justice and to 
his clients—and to mentoring younger 
and talented African-American law-
yers. 

In 1968, on a blind date, he met a fel-
low University of Chicago graduate, an 
educator who was active with the 
NAACP fund. John Rogers and Gwen 
DuBose dated for 33 years before 
marrying in 2001. They were a good 
match, and they were devoted to one 
another. 

In May 1977, John Rogers was ap-
pointed an associate judge in Cook 
County, and several months later he 
was assigned to the juvenile division. 
Some judges don’t like the juvenile 
court and look for a transfer. The cases 
can be heartbreaking and the pro-
ceedings occur out of the public view, 
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so juvenile court judges don’t receive 
the publicity some of their colleagues 
receive. 

John Rogers loved juvenile court. He 
spent 21 years as a judge there and 
eventually became the supervising 
judge. To the often-complicated cases 
involving minors, Judge Rogers strove 
to bring wisdom, compassion, and jus-
tice. 

Gwen Rogers has a stack of letters 
from men and women who appeared be-
fore Judge Rogers as youths and later 
wrote him letters thanking him for 
giving them a second chance. There 
was one letter in particular that he 
kept close and read several times. It 
was from a man who appeared before 
Judge Rogers on three different occa-
sions. On his third court appearance, 
Judge Rogers said: ‘‘I could send you to 
juvenile detention and you would de-
serve it. But I still see a glimmer of 
hope in you, so I am sending you to 
Boystown.’’ He made it clear to the 
young man that this was his last 
chance. 

Years later that boy—now a grown 
man—wrote to him and said he finished 
at Boys Town, went on to graduate 
from college, became a minister, and 
founded a church in the Presiding Offi-
cer’s home State of Indiana. 

Judge Rogers was the sort of man 
who became a father to many young 
men who needed someone to look up to. 
The young man he really poured his 
hopes and dreams into was his own son 
John Rogers, Jr. When John Jr. was 12 
years old, his parents invested in some 
stock for him. Every birthday and 
Christmas after that, instead of toys 
John Jr. received stock certificates. At 
the age of 16, he got his first summer 
job—that was a family rule. Judge Rog-
ers saved every dime he could in order 
to send his son to the best school. 
Eventually John Rogers, Jr. graduated 
from Princeton University. He would 
go on to found Ariel Capital Manage-
ment, now called Ariel Investments, 
the first African-American-owned asset 
management company in America. 

In 2007, the Tuskegee Airmen were 
honored right here in the U.S. Capitol 
with a Congressional Gold Medal, the 
highest civilian honor our Nation can 
bestow. The Tuskegee Airmen are the 
largest group ever to receive the 
medal. About 300 of the airmen crowd-
ed into the Capitol Rotunda on that 
cold March day to receive their medals. 
What an incredible sight. Many wore 
red jackets, a symbol of their Red- 
Tailed Angels reputation. 

Afterwards, I was honored to host a 
reception in my Capitol office for the 
11 Tuskegee Airmen from my home 
State of Illinois. One of them was John 
Rogers. Also joining us for that little 
reception was my colleague at the 
time, Senator Barack Obama. What a 
moment that was to see the arc of his-
tory and justice. 

Five years later, President Barack 
Obama invited Judge Rogers and 14 
other surviving Tuskegee Airmen to 
the White House for a screening of 

‘‘Red Tails,’’ a George Lucas film about 
the historic flyers. Talk about the arc 
of history—the first African-American 
President inviting the first African- 
American aviators to the White House. 

Judge Rogers, this man whose cour-
age helped to break the color barrier in 
America’s military, first knew Barack 
Obama as a promising young commu-
nity organizer who was dating Michelle 
Robinson. The Rogers and Robinson 
families go back a long, long way. 
When John Rogers, Jr. was captain of 
Princeton’s basketball team, he re-
cruited Craig Robinson, Michelle’s 
brother, to play for Princeton. Craig 
Robinson would later help persuade his 
younger sister to attend Princeton. 
There they were all those years later, 
Judge Rogers, President and Mrs. 
Obama, together in the White House 
watching a Hollywood film about the 
Tuskegee Airmen. 

Judge Rogers’ granddaughter Vic-
toria said her grandfather actually 
watched the film three different times. 
Every time he moved his hands as 
though he were flying. She said, ‘‘He 
said he could remember the tension.’’ 

A while back Judge Rogers told a re-
porter: ‘‘I hope there are planes in 
heaven so I can fly, because you know 
how much I love to fly.’’ 

Well, Judge, I hope there are planes 
there too for your sake, and I hope you 
are sitting in first class or in the cock-
pit where you belong. You earned it. 

In closing, Loretta and I and our 
family extend our sincere condolences 
again to Judge Rogers, his beloved wife 
Gwen, his son John, Jr., his grand-
daughter Victoria, to the rest of the 
Rogers family, to Judge Rogers’ many 
friends, and all of those whose lives he 
touched and enriched. 

That gathering in that Rockefeller 
Chapel was such an outstanding turn-
out of people in Chicago who wanted to 
pay tribute to the great man John Rog-
ers, Sr. He will be dearly missed. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period of morning busi-
ness, with Senators permitted to speak 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

U.S.-CHINA SISTER CITY PROGRAM 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, today 
I wish to recognize the Sister City pro-
grams in Ohio. The Sister Cities Inter-
national program was created by Presi-
dent Eisenhower in 1956 with the intent 
of fostering peace and prosperity 
through cultural exchanges that pro-
mote appreciation through mutual ex-
perience and understanding. 

Through the years, relationships 
have been formed and strengthened 
through ‘‘citizen diplomacy’’ and per-
son-to-person exchanges between U.S. 
and international cities. These edu-
cational, informational, and cultural 

exchanges have not only created im-
portant diplomatic, economic and 
trade relationships, but they have also 
formed lasting personal bonds between 
individuals and cities. 

The Sister City programs have posi-
tively impacted many cities through-
out the United States, but today I 
would like to specifically recognize the 
2014 U.S.-China Sister City Award re-
cipients in my home State of Ohio. The 
State of Ohio was one of four recipients 
in the country for the Longest Rela-
tionship Award for its relationship 
that began in 1979 with the Hubei Prov-
ince. Cincinnati was one of four pro-
grams in our Nation to be recognized 
as a Best Overall U.S.-China Sister 
City program in 2014. This strong rela-
tionship between Cincinnati and its 
Chinese Sister City Liuzhou in the 
Guangxi Province has existed since 
1988. I was honored to be one of the 
original board members of this special 
Sister City relationship. In addition, 
the Columbus Sister City program was 
one of only three U.S.-China Sister 
City programs in the country to win a 
Sustainable Development Award. The 
relationship between Columbus and its 
Chinese Sister City, Hefei in the Anhui 
Province also began in 1988. 

The U.S.-China Sister City programs 
in Ohio have been successful in forming 
relationships that mutually benefit the 
partnering communities by building 
global cooperation at the municipal 
level, promoting cultural under-
standing, and encouraging economic 
development. Some of the cultural ex-
changes made possible through these 
programs in Ohio include educational 
student and teacher exchanges, home 
stays, summer language camp ex-
changes, art exchanges, and science 
and medical exchanges. 

The participants in these programs 
have demonstrated a commitment to 
enrich their communities culturally 
and economically, and I am inspired by 
the achievements that have been made 
in Ohio. I would like to congratulate 
the Ohio Sister City programs on being 
2014 U.S.-China Sister City award re-
cipients. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

VERMONT ESSAY WINNERS 

∑ Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I ask 
to have printed in the RECORD winning 
essays written by Vermont High 
School students as part of the Fourth 
Annual State of the Union Essay con-
test conducted by my office. 

The essays follow: 
Alexina Federhen, Mount Anthony Union 

High School, Grade 11 (Winner) 

A HOUSE DIVIDED 

2013 was a difficult year for America. Na-
ture brought death and disaster by fire, 
wind, and water; four prominent banks used 
unethical methods to deprive Americans of 
their homes; numerous individuals, busi-
nesses, and the city of Detroit hit financial 
rock bottom; and shootings in our schools 
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every other week killed 19 and wounded 24 
students and staff. A spy revealed that our 
government is spying on our private con-
versations; universal healthcare became a 
universal headache when the application 
process required major surgery; and an excit-
ing finish exploded into terror at the Boston 
Marathon. But Americans are resilient and 
resolute. Oklahoma is rebuilding and Detroit 
is reorganizing. Many Americans have 
healthcare for the first time and dozens of 
Boston’s runners finished their race in the 
Shires of Vermont Marathon. Americans 
weathered the tragedies of 2013 with the 
same determination, innovation, and co-
operation that has enabled us to overcome 
depressions, recessions, wars, and disasters 
in the past; we pull up our boot straps, plant 
our feet firmly in the direction of progress, 
and extend a helping hand to those in need. 

Tragically, there was one disaster that the 
American people could not overcome in 
2013—a Congress so dysfunctional that it 
could not even manage to operate the gov-
ernment for the entire year. And our expec-
tations were not high to begin with. A Gal-
lup poll conducted in January 2013 found 
that Americans rank Congress lower in popu-
larity than root canals and cockroaches and 
rate Congressmen lower in ethics and hon-
esty than used car salesmen. Instead of em-
ploying collaboration and compromise, our 
leaders indulged in backstabbing and finger 
pointing. Rather than seeking common 
ground to find solutions to the problems fac-
ing our country, our elected representatives 
nitpicked and cherry picked and attacked 
each other’s intentions and integrity to 
boost their personal prospects for fund-
raising and reelection. The spectacle of Tea 
Party Republicans posturing for the press 
while the government crashed and burned 
lacked only a violin accompaniment to rival 
Nero’s folly. 

The 113th Congress was the least produc-
tive legislature in our history, passing only 
fifty-five bills into law. Public approval of 
Congress sank from a ‘‘high’’ of 18% on Janu-
ary 1, 2013 to a current low of 8%. In fact, 
‘‘69% think no matter how bad things are, 
Congress can always find a way to make 
them worse.’’ (Rasmussen Reports) We de-
serve better from our political leaders. We 
need Congressmen and Senators who will set 
aside personal gain and divisive ideology in 
order to build compromise and find con-
sensus on the issues that challenge us: eco-
nomic opportunity, income parity, gun con-
trol, immigration, stagnant academic 
achievement, climate change, and long-term 
deficit reduction. 

Abraham Lincoln once observed that ‘‘a 
house divided cannot stand.’’ Our House and 
Senate have splintered into partisan factions 
of squabbling inactivity. Americans will con-
tinue to soldier on, overcoming whatever ob-
stacles impede our advancement. We can 
only hope that our Congressional leaders will 
acquire the maturity and wisdom to help 
rather than hinder our progress. But for now, 
we are a union without unity. 

Katharine Mayo, Twinfield Union School, 
Grade 11 (Second Place) 

In our changing world today we face many 
challenges, not just in our country and indi-
vidual regions, but throughout the globe. 
One of the main problems that could alter 
our world forever is climate change. 
Throughout the past century we have spewed 
hundreds of thousands of tons of carbon diox-
ide into the atmosphere, which top scientists 
now unanimously agree is warming our 
world and causing extreme weather to be-
come frighteningly common. Our planet has 
warmed 1.4° in the past one hundred years, 
and is projected to keep warming if we do 
not act soon. This warming is causing chang-

ing weather patterns that are drastically af-
fecting our world. Flooding, fires, and torna-
does throughout the country and storms 
such as Tropical Storm Irene right here in 
Vermont show how the effects of climate 
change are hurting people everywhere. Even 
the small changes in my home town in 
Vermont are starting to add up, we have less 
snow, more green Christmases, and extreme 
summer storms. Floods are also becoming in-
creasingly common. However, neither 
Vermont nor America are the only places 
that are being heavily affected by climate 
change. It is a global problem, and we have 
to think globally and work together in order 
to mend what we have done to our planet. 
Our world is beautiful and fragile, and we 
must put our energy to solving the problem 
of climate change before it is too late. 

America has always been known as a place 
where individuals are both innovative and 
creative in order to solve problems. I believe 
that we can each take steps as individuals 
and as a country to reduce the carbon we re-
leased into the atmosphere. These steps in-
clude driving less, and carpooling more, re-
placing light bulbs for more energy efficient 
ones, being more conscious of where our food 
comes from, and recycling and composting as 
much as possible. We have seen over the past 
one hundred years that each of us have the 
power with our small, everyday choices do 
destroy earth’s environment and natural bal-
ance. I believe that if we have been able to 
do that, then we each have the power with 
our small, everyday choices to change the 
earth’s environment for the better. We must 
all make small changes in order to live a 
more sustainable lifestyle and lead the world 
in the right direction by being a country 
with a minimal carbon footprint. 

We cannot put this issue off any longer. 
Now is the time to act, now is the time to 
put our differences aside and work together 
in the government and around the world to 
change the world for the better and protect 
our world for future generations. We must 
not be selfish about this problem by brushing 
it under the rug because it is easier that 
way, or in order to maintain our way of life. 
We must act now to make changes in the 
way we live in order to preserve this beau-
tiful world for our future children and for 
generations to come. 

Robert ‘‘Will’’ Aldrich, Mount Abraham 
Union Middle/High School, Grade 9 (Third 
Place) 

In the world there are many issues that we 
need to address. There is poverty and debt, 
the circling case in which innocent people 
can’t feed themselves or their families be-
cause they can’t afford to, which in turn 
causes famine. Another problem is pollution, 
which destroys our environment by making 
it dirty and useless for future generations. 
Another problem is communication, a thing 
that most countries do not know how to do. 
All of these problems, every single one, could 
be solved by promoting sustainable develop-
ment. Promoting sustainable development 
will help to make great leaps forward in 
solving world issues. 

One way that promoting sustainable devel-
opment will help to solve world problems is 
that it will help developing countries. Aiding 
the developing countries will prove ex-
tremely useful later on when we need help. 
This will give us the image that we are help-
ful and are there when other countries need 
us. Although this will cost a lot of money, it 
will become a large help later on if and when 
we’re in trouble. Promoting sustainable de-
velopment in developing countries will also 
increase peace throughout the world. If all 
the countries are helping each other out, 
meaning that we are sharing our information 
and products, then there will be little to no 

conflicts, and we can all be happy and get 
along. Not to mention that helping out other 
countries will heavily decrease poverty and 
famine, which will prevent the need for fu-
ture U.S. aid and thus save us money, since 
that is what some people are more interested 
in. Clearly, promoting sustainable develop-
ment will help to increase peace and equal-
ity and decrease poverty and famine. 

Promoting sustainable development will 
definitely help to improve our image as a 
country. We will be looked at as a great role 
model and a powerful force with good inten-
tions. The U.S. could be viewed as a gentle 
giant of sorts. This will improve our favor 
when it comes to disputes and it will also in-
crease our ally count. Although that should 
not matter, we should be doing these things 
out of the goodness of our hearts, not expect-
ing reward. We should not need to receive a 
reward for us to support the dying, the sick, 
and the poor. In conclusion, promoting sus-
tainable development will improve our 
image so that we are looked at in a better 
light. 

Promoting sustainable development will 
greatly reduce conflict over rare resources. 
One example of conflict over scarce re-
sources is the U.S. and Iran over oil. Another 
is against the residents and loggers in South 
America over the Amazon Rainforest. This 
could all be avoided if we all shared our re-
sources and promoted the use of sustainable 
development. Sustainable development 
would mean that we do not need to con-
stantly deplete the Earth’s resources. Sus-
tainable development would mean that we 
come up with ways to fuel our economies 
with sources that will never run out! If the 
countries do work together to achieve that 
goal, then we will no longer have to fight 
over the sources that we need because we’ll 
never run out of them. 

Promoting sustainable development will 
help the world make great leaps forward in 
solving world issues. It will do this by help-
ing developing countries develop in economi-
cally and environmentally sound ways, im-
proving the image of the U.S., and reducing 
disputes and fighting over rare resources. 
The solving of these problems will help bring 
about an era of peace all over the world. Sus-
tainable development will save Mother Earth 
from mutilation and destruction. The world 
will be a better place if everyone gets along 
and we all are working toward the same 
thing: the protection of our planet. Pro-
moting sustainable development will make 
for a better world for all the generations to 
come. 

Brian Townley, Woodstock Union High 
School, Grade 10 (Third Place) 

Dear Senator Sanders, The American 
Economy is currently in recovery from the 
worst recession to hit this nation since the 
great depression. This recession has left the 
American economy in disarray, specifically 
the American middle class. Stuck on median 
wages, the American middle class has been 
hit the hardest by the collapse of the infra-
structure of the American economy. 

In order to repair this monumental failure 
of our nation to recognize the middle class as 
valuable, we must begin to support Main 
Street America; local businesses. As a nation 
we tend to ignore the services, and products 
of local businesses in favor of the cheaper al-
ternatives offered by billion dollar conglom-
erates. If we, as a nation, can ever hope to 
change, we must be willing to sacrifice. This 
phenomenon is responsible for the gradual 
disappearance of Main Street America, and 
the lack of attention given to the American 
Middle Class. 

With the ominous threats of climate 
change advancing, we are offered a second 
chance to strengthen the middle class. We 
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must create sustainable energy sources, to 
put an end to global warming. To build our 
industrial foundation upon a new type of en-
ergy will create a surplus of jobs. These jobs 
must offer respectable wages, health care 
benefits, and opportunities for growth. If 
this is done effectively, we may be able to 
get the American middle class back on 
track, and simultaneously end the impend-
ing threat of global warming. 

In order to allow our economy to recover 
from the recession, we must recognize the 
youth of America as our future. In doing so, 
we must stress upon implementing a better 
educational system to better engage the stu-
dents, create more affordable collegiate edu-
cation for the middle class. The middle class 
faces many challenges, yet are a cornerstone 
of the American economy. However, when at-
tempting to send their children to college, 
the middle class faces yet another challenge. 
The wealthy are able to pay the college tui-
tion, and the poor are given generous finan-
cial aid grants. However, the middle class is 
expected to pay thirty to fifty thousand dol-
lars a year to send their kids to college, 
money which they don’t have. This is unac-
ceptable, and takes away a great deal of in-
centive for these kids to even attend college. 
Those who do attend college leave with a de-
gree, but are then faced with enormous 
amounts of student loans. Lastly, we must 
involve the youth in the workforce of Amer-
ica. Not only will this strengthen our work-
force, but it will also provide the American 
youth with savings for college, and teach 
them the value of work. 

As I previously stated, in order to change, 
we must be willing to sacrifice. We must be 
willing to sacrifice the allure of bargain 
brands to support a local brand. We must 
sacrifice our tendency towards gasoline to 
find more sustainable sources of energy. If 
we are truly willing to sacrifice, we will 
change.∑ 

f 

CATHOLIC SCHOOLS WEEK 

∑ Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, today I 
wish to honor Catholic schools across 
our Nation that provide our children 
with an outstanding education while 
preparing them to lead lives in the ex-
ample of Jesus Christ. This year, we 
mark the 40th year of celebrating 
Catholic Schools Week, shedding light 
on the extraordinary contributions 
these schools and their students make 
to communities across the country. 

This year’s theme, ‘‘Catholic 
Schools: Communities of Faith, Knowl-
edge, and Service,’’ provides a solid 
representation of the mission of these 
schools in educating the whole person 
and forming our children into respon-
sible stewards ready to take on the 
challenges of the future. Today, more 
than 2 million children are educated in 
Catholic schools in the United States. 
Ninety-nine percent of them graduate 
from high school, and 85 percent pursue 
postsecondary education. Such a rate 
of success is a great testament to the 
quality of our Catholic schools and 
their educators. 

As an alumnus of a Catholic school in 
New Orleans, I have firsthand experi-
ence of the benefits of receiving a 
Catholic education. These schools are 
devoted to nurturing the young minds 
that pass though their halls each year, 
instilling in them the values necessary 
to become active and caring members 

of their communities, cities, and Na-
tion. 

In a recent statement, Bishop George 
Lucas, chairman of the U.S. Conference 
of Catholic Bishops Committee on Edu-
cation, stated: 

Our schools have educated millions of 
young people over the years by providing 
them a superior academic background, al-
ways pointing the way to eternal life. The 
success of Catholic schools in handing on the 
faith, generation after generation, is a bright 
light in the history of the Church in the 
United States. 

During the week of January 26 to 
February 1, let us recognize the stead-
fast commitment of the administra-
tors, teachers, students, and families, 
who support Catholic schools across 
the United States, and appreciate their 
efforts to educate the youth of our Na-
tion. In that respect, I am hopeful that 
the Senate will pass my bipartisan res-
olution celebrating Catholic Schools 
Week.∑ 

f 

NOTRE DAME SEMINARY 

∑ Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, since 
1923, the Archdiocese of New Orleans 
has offered a deeper understanding of 
Catholic theology and discipleship 
through Notre Dame Seminary. In its 
90 years, Notre Dame Seminary has 
prepared men for ministerial priest-
hood in the Roman Catholic Church, 
promoting a spirit of humility, service, 
and sacrifice. In addition, the seminary 
offers graduate theological education 
programs to deepen the faith of both 
religious and laity. 

Leaving the seminary, these young 
men are prepared to become servant 
leaders in their parish communities 
around the world and to profess the life 
and good works of Christ in their daily 
lives. Blessed John Paul II said, ‘‘The 
formation of future priests . . . is con-
sidered by the Church one of the most 
demanding and important tasks for the 
future of evangelization of humanity.’’ 

These 90 years are a testament to 
Notre Dame Seminary’s steadfast com-
mitment to this demanding and impor-
tant task. Their stewardship of God’s 
grace has blessed our communities, 
protected the vulnerable, comforted 
the sick, and offered hope to the bro-
ken. Men who have graduated from 
Notre Dame Seminary have served our 
communities in over 20 dioceses 
throughout the United States. 

I am grateful for Notre Dame Sem-
inary’s leadership in our community 
and throughout the United States and 
celebrate their 90 years of preparing 
servant leaders for our church. 

f 

PORTOPERA 

∑ Mr. KING. Mr. President, I am de-
lighted to congratulate PORTopera on 
its 20th anniversary season. 

Since its opening performance of 
‘‘Carmen’’ in the summer of 1995, 
PORTopera has been a pillar of Maine’s 
artisan community and inspired count-
less young musicians and performing 

artists to pursue their passion for the 
opera. Over the years it has brought 
some of the world’s greatest stars and 
most highly acclaimed productions to 
Maine audiences and played an invalu-
able role in enriching our commu-
nities. 

PORTopera’s dedication to excel-
lence has been recognized around the 
country earning praise in Opera News 
for its 2012 production of ‘‘Madama 
Butterfly’’ and the Boston Globe for 
‘‘Le Nozze di Figaro’’ in 2001. Further-
more, PORTopera’s educational out-
reach initiatives such as the young art-
ists programs and the opera-in-school 
program with the University of Maine 
have provided future generations of 
singers a place to hone their skills and 
learn from some of opera’s greatest fig-
ures. 

As Maine’s artistic community con-
tinues to grow, I am pleased to recog-
nize PORTopera for its leadership and 
tremendous accomplishments. Con-
gratulations and thank you. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
RECEIVED DURING ADJOURNMENT 

Under the order of the Senate of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the Secretary of the Sen-
ate, on January 17, 2014, during the ad-
journment of the Senate, received a 
message from the House of Representa-
tives announcing that pursuant to 10 
U.S.C. 6968(a), and the order of the 
House of January 3, 2013, the Speaker 
appointed the following Member on the 
part of the House of Representatives to 
the Board of Visitors to the United 
States Naval Academy: Mr. MIKE ROG-
ERS of Michigan. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The message also announced that the 
Speaker pro tempore (Mr. HARRIS) had 
signed the following enrolled bill: 

H.R. 3547. An act making consolidated ap-
propriations for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2014, and for other purposes. 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 3, 2013, the en-
rolled bill was signed on January 17, 
2014, during the adjournment of the 
Senate, by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. LEAHY). 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

At 2:03 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House passed the fol-
lowing bill, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 3362. An act to amend the Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act to re-
quire transparency in the operation of Amer-
ican Health Benefit Exchanges. 

The message further announced that 
the House agreed to the following con-
current resolution, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 75. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for a joint session of Congress to re-
ceive a message from the President. 
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MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bill was read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 3362. An act to amend the Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act to re-
quire transparency in the operation of Amer-
ican Health Benefit Exchanges; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the sec-
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

S. 1950. A bill to improve the provision of 
medical services and benefits to veterans, 
and for other purposes. 

f 

MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME 

The following bill was read the first 
time: 

S. 1963. A bill to repeal section 403 of the 
Bipartisan Budget Act of 2013. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–4381. A communication from the Chair-
man, National Transportation Safety Board, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to the Board’s competitive sourcing ef-
forts for fiscal year 2013; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4382. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Federal Trade Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a biennial re-
port relative to the Do-Not-Call Registry Fee 
Extension Act of 2007; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4383. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Several Groundfish Species 
in the Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Man-
agement Area’’ (RIN0648–XD028) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 7, 2014; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4384. A communication from the Regu-
latory Ombudsman, Federal Motor Carrier 
Safety Administration, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Rescission 
of Quarterly Financial Reporting Require-
ments’’ (RIN2126–AB69; Formerly RIN2126– 
AB48) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 6, 2014; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–4385. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Takes 
of Marine Mammals Incidental to Specified 
Activities; U.S. Navy Training and Testing 
Activities in the Hawaii-Southern California 
Training and Testing Study Area’’ (RIN0648– 
BC52) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on December 27, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–4386. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 

Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Updated 
Statements of Legal Authority for the Ex-
port Administration Regulations’’ (RIN0694– 
AG01) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on December 20, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–4387. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revi-
sions to the Export Administration Regula-
tions (EAR): Unverified List (UVL)’’ 
(RIN0694–AF70) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on December 20, 2013; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–4388. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish-
eries Off West Coast States; Pacific Coast 
Groundfish Fishery; Trawl Rationalization 
Program; Cost Recovery’’ (RIN0648–BB17) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on December 20, 2013; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–4389. A communication from the Man-
agement Analyst, Office of Internal Control 
and Management Systems, National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Removal of Redundant Regulations’’ 
(RIN2700–AE11) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 6, 2014; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–4390. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish-
eries of the Northeastern United States; At-
lantic Surfclam and Ocean Quahog Fishery; 
2014–2016 Fishing Quotas’’ (RIN0648–XC855) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 7, 2014; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4391. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Pacific 
Halibut Fisheries; Catch Sharing Plan for 
Guided Sport and Commercial Fisheries in 
Alaska’’ (RIN0648–BA37) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu-
ary 7, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4392. A communication from the Dep-
uty Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Summer Flounder Fishery; Commer-
cial Quota Harvested for the Commonwealth 
of Virginia’’ (RIN0648–XD004) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan-
uary 7, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4393. A communication from the Dep-
uty Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Reef Fish Fishery of the Gulf of Mexico; 
2013 Accountability Measure and Closure for 
Hogfish in the Gulf of Mexico’’ (RIN0648– 
XC981) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 7, 2014; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–4394. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-

ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Ocean Perch in the 
Bering Sea Subarea of the Bering Sea and 
Aleutian Islands Management Area’’ 
(RIN0648–XD013) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 7, 2014; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–4395. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Greenland Turbot in the 
Bering Sea Subarea of the Bering Sea and 
Aleutian Islands Management Areas’’ 
(RIN0648–XD029) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 7, 2014; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–4396. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries Off West Coast States; Bi-
ennial Specifications and Management Meas-
ures; Inseason Adjustments’’ (RIN0648–BD71) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on December 27, 2013; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4397. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish-
eries of the Northeastern United States; 
Northeast Multispecies Fishery; Final Rule 
to Allow Northeast Multispecies Sector Ves-
sels Access to Year-Round Closed Areas’’ 
(RIN0648–BD09) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 9, 2014; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–4398. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish-
eries of the Northeastern United States; Ex-
tension of Emergency Fishery Closure Due 
to the Presence of the Toxin That Causes 
Paralytic Shellfish Poisoning’’ (RIN0648– 
BD84) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 9, 2014; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–4399. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish-
eries of the Northeastern United States; An-
nual Catch Limits and Accountability Meas-
ures’’ (RIN0648–BD40) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 9, 
2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4400. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Reallocation of Pacific Cod 
in the Western Regulatory Area of the Gulf 
of Alaska Management Area’’ (RIN0648– 
XC975) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 9, 2014; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–4401. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Reallocation of Pacific Cod 
in the Central Regulatory Area of the Gulf of 
Alaska Management Area’’ (RIN0648–X976) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 9, 2014; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 
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EC–4402. A communication from the Acting 

Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Summer Flounder Fishery; Quota 
Transfer’’ (RIN0648–XD025) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan-
uary 9, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4403. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Summer Flounder Fishery; Commer-
cial Quota Available for the State of New 
Jersey’’ (RIN0648–XD012) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu-
ary 9, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4404. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of 
Mexico, and South Atlantic; Reef Fish Fish-
ery of the Gulf of Mexico; Closure of the 2014 
Gulf of Mexico Recreational Season for Red 
Snapper’’ (RIN0648–XC967) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu-
ary 9, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4405. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Summer Flounder Fishery; Commer-
cial Quota Harvested for the State of New 
Jersey’’ (RIN0648–XD030) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu-
ary 9, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4406. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Summer Flounder Fishery; Quota 
Transfer’’ (RIN0648–XD021) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan-
uary 9, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4407. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; Northeast Multispecies Fishery; Tri-
mester Closure for the Common Pool Fish-
ery’’ (RIN0648–XD024) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 9, 
2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4408. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; 
Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Fisheries’’ (RIN0648– 
XD027) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 9, 2014; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–4409. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of 
Mexico, and South Atlantic; 2013 Commer-
cial Accountability Measure and Closure for 
South Atlantic Red Porgy’’ (RIN0648–XC982) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 9, 2014; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4410. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-

eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries Off West Coast States; Pa-
cific Coast Groundfish Fishery; Pacific Whit-
ing and Non-Whiting Allocations; Pacific 
Whiting Seasons’’ (RIN0648–XD016) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 13, 2014; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4411. A communication from the Dep-
uty Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Northeastern United 
States; 2014 Commercial Summer Flounder 
Quota Adjustments’’ (RIN0648–XD026) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 13, 2014; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–4412. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish-
eries of the Caribbean, Gulf of Mexico, and 
South Atlantic; Revisions to Headboat Re-
porting Requirements for Species Managed 
by the South Atlantic Fishery Management 
Council’’ (RIN0648–BD21) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Janu-
ary 13, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4413. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish-
eries of the Caribbean, Gulf of Mexico, and 
South Atlantic; Snapper-Grouper Fishery Off 
the Southern Atlantic States; Amendment 
27’’ (RIN0648–BD05) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on January 13, 
2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4414. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Drawbridge Operation Regulation; Inner 
Harbor Navigational Canal, New Orleans, 
LA’’ ((RIN1625–AA09) (Docket No. USCG– 
2013–0562)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on January 7, 2014; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–4415. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Drawbridge Operation Regulation; Chris-
tina River, Wilmington, DE’’ ((RIN1625– 
AA09) (Docket No. USCG–2012–1085)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 7, 2014; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4416. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Port of Galveston, Pelican Is-
land Bridge Repairs’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Dock-
et No. USCG–2013–0698)) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 7, 
2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4417. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Oyster Festival 30th Anniver-
sary Fireworks Display, Oyster Bay; Oyster 
Bay, NY’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. 
USCG–2013–0763)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 7, 2014; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–4418. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-

ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Lucas Oil Drag Boat Racing 
Series; Thompson Bay, Lake Havasu City, 
AZ’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG– 
2013–0746)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on January 7, 2014; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–4419. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Motion Picture Stunt Work 
and Filming; Chicago, IL’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) 
(Docket No. USCG–2013–0868)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan-
uary 7, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4420. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Old Mormon Slough, Stock-
ton, CA’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. 
USCG–2013–0196)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 7, 2014; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–4421. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Fireworks Display, Willam-
ette River, Oregon City, OR’’ ((RIN1625– 
AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2013–0623)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 7, 2014; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4422. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; San Diego Shark Fest Swim; 
San Diego Bay, San Diego, CA’’ ((RIN1625– 
AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2013–0786)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 7, 2014; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4423. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Barge Launches; Gulfport 
Lake; Gulfport, MS’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Dock-
et No. USCG–2013–0837)) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 7, 
2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4424. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Lower Mississippi River Mile 
94.1–Mile 95.1; New Orleans, LA’’ ((RIN1625– 
AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2013–0989)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on January 7, 2014; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4425. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Allied PRA–Solid Works, San 
Diego Bay; San Diego, CA’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) 
(Docket No. USCG–2013–0992)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan-
uary 7, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4426. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; New Year’s Eve Celebration/ 
City of Mobile; Mobile Channel; Mobile, AL’’ 
((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2013– 
0980)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 7, 2014; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 
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EC–4427. A communication from the Attor-

ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Vessel Launch; Menominee 
River; Marinette, WI’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) 
(Docket No. USCG–2013–1012)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan-
uary 7, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4428. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; 2013 Holiday Boat Parades, 
Captain of the Port Miami Zone; FL’’ 
((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2013– 
0939)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 7, 2014; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–4429. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Sausalito Lighted Boat Pa-
rade Fireworks Displays, San Francisco Bay, 
Sausalito, CA’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. 
USCG–2013–0930)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 7, 2014; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–4430. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Spe-
cial Local Regulation; Clearwater Super 
Boat National Championship Race, Gulf of 
Mexico; Clearwater FL’’ ((RIN1625–AA08) 
(Docket No. USCG–2013–0101)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on Jan-
uary 7, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4431. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Waiver for Marking Sunken Vessel with a 
Light at Night’’ ((RIN1625–AC11) (Docket No. 
USCG–2012–0054)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 7, 2014; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–4432. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Regulated Navigation Area; Reporting Re-
quirements for Barges Loaded With Certain 
Dangerous Cargoes, Inland Rivers, Eighth 
Coast Guard District; Extension of Stay 
(Suspension)’’ ((RIN1625–AA11) (Docket No. 
USCG–2013–0760)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 7, 2014; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–4433. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Regulated Navigation Area; Weymouth 
Fore River, Fore River Bridge Construction, 
Weymouth and Quincy, MA’’ ((RIN1625–AA11) 
(Docket No. USCG–2012–AA11)) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 7, 2014; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4434. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Regulated Navigation Area; Reporting Re-
quirements for Barges Loaded With Certain 
Dangerous Cargoes, Inland Rivers, Ninth 
Coast Guard District; Stay (Suspension)’’ 
((RIN1625–AA11) (Docket No. USCG–2013– 
0849)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on January 7, 2014; to the Com-

mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–4435. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Regulated Navigation Area; Gulf of Mexico: 
Mississippi Canyon Block 20, South of New 
Orleans, LA’’ ((RIN1625–AA11) (Docket No. 
USCG–2013–0064)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on January 7, 2014; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–4436. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, Office of Secretary, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report relative to a vacancy 
in the position of Deputy Secretary, Office of 
the Secretary, Department of Transpor-
tation, received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on January 14, 2014; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–4437. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment of Section 73.202(b), Table of Allot-
ments, FM Broadcast Stations (Ehrenberg, 
First Mesa, Kachina Village, Munds Park, 
Wickenburg, and Williams, Arizona)’’ (MB 
Docket No. 11–207) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on January 10, 2014; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–4438. A communication from the Dep-
uty Chief Counsel for Regulations and Secu-
rity Standards, Transportation Security Ad-
ministration, Department of Homeland Se-
curity, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Aircraft Repair Sta-
tion Security’’ (RIN1652–AA38) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on January 10, 
2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4439. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Enforcement, Bu-
reau of Industry and Security, Department 
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Control of Mili-
tary Training Equipment, Energetic Mate-
rials, Personal Protective Equipment, Shel-
ters, Articles Related to Launch Vehicles, 
Missiles, Rockets, Military Explosives, and 
Related Items’’ (RIN0694–AF58) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
January 14, 2014; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4440. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, Peace Corps, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report relative to a vacancy 
in the position of Director of the Peace 
Corps, received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on January 10, 2014; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. SCHUMER: 
S. 1959. A bill to criminalize the knowing 

use of commercial robocalls without the 
prior express written consent of the recipi-
ent, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself and Mr. 
KIRK): 

S. 1960. A bill to require rulemaking by the 
Administrator of the Federal Emergency 

Management Agency to address consider-
ations in evaluating the need for public and 
individual disaster assistance, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. MANCHIN (for himself, Mrs. 
BOXER, and Mr. ROCKEFELLER): 

S. 1961. A bill to protect surface water from 
contamination by chemical storage facili-
ties, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself and Mr. 
KIRK): 

S. 1962. A bill to establish the Pullman Na-
tional Historical Park in the State of Illinois 
as a unit of the National Park System, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. PRYOR (for himself, Mrs. 
HAGAN, Mrs. SHAHEEN, and Mr. 
BEGICH): 

S. 1963. A bill to repeal section 403 of the 
Bipartisan Budget Act of 2013; read the first 
time. 

By Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, Mr. BEGICH, and Mr. SCHATZ): 

S. 1964. A bill to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to exempt certain flights from 
increased aviation security service fees; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. ROCKEFELLER (for himself, 
Mr. THUNE, Mr. UDALL of New Mex-
ico, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. LEAHY, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Mr. PRYOR, and Mr. NEL-
SON): 

S. Res. 337. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of January 28, 2014, as 
‘‘National Data Privacy Day’’; considered 
and agreed to. 

By Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
MCCONNELL): 

S. Res. 338. A resolution designating Diane 
K. Skvarla as Curator Emeritus of the 
United States Senate; considered and agreed 
to. 

By Mr. FRANKEN (for himself, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Mr. RUBIO, and Ms. 
BALDWIN): 

S. Res. 339. A resolution commemorating 
the 150th anniversary of Mayo Clinic; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 204 

At the request of Mr. PAUL, the 
names of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. AYOTTE), the Senator from 
Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN) and the Senator 
from Mississippi (Mr. WICKER) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 204, a bill to 
preserve and protect the free choice of 
individual employees to form, join, or 
assist labor organizations, or to refrain 
from such activities. 

S. 338 

At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
NELSON) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
338, a bill to amend the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund Act of 1965 to pro-
vide consistent and reliable authority 
for, and for the funding of, the land and 
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water conservation fund to maximize 
the effectiveness of the fund for future 
generations, and for other purposes. 

S. 398 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 

name of the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 398, a bill to establish the 
Commission to Study the Potential 
Creation of a National Women’s His-
tory Museum, and for other purposes. 

S. 526 
At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the 

name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 526, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to make per-
manent the special rule for contribu-
tions of qualified conservation con-
tributions, and for other purposes. 

S. 666 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 

the names of the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. LEAHY) and the Senator 
from Colorado (Mr. UDALL) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 666, a bill to pro-
hibit attendance of an animal fighting 
venture, and for other purposes. 

S. 734 
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 

name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 734, a bill to amend title 10, 
United States Code, to repeal the re-
quirement for reduction of survivor an-
nuities under the Survivor Benefit 
Plan by veterans’ dependency and in-
demnity compensation. 

S. 946 
At the request of Mr. WICKER, the 

name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SCOTT) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 946, a bill to prohibit taxpayer 
funded abortions, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1181 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. PRYOR) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1181, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt certain 
stock of real estate investment trusts 
from the tax on foreign investments in 
United States real property interests, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1335 
At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 

name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1335, a bill to protect and enhance op-
portunities for recreational hunting, 
fishing, and shooting, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1406 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1406, a bill to amend the 
Horse Protection Act to designate ad-
ditional unlawful acts under the Act, 
strengthen penalties for violations of 
the Act, improve Department of Agri-
culture enforcement of the Act, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1410 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

names of the Senator from New Mexico 

(Mr. HEINRICH), the Senator from 
Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) and the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1410, a bill to focus 
limited Federal resources on the most 
serious offenders. 

S. 1476 
At the request of Mr. REED, the name 

of the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. 
JOHNSON) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1476, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to expand the de-
nial of deduction for certain excessive 
employee remuneration, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1507 
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 

name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1507, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to clarify the 
treatment of general welfare benefits 
provided by Indian tribes. 

S. 1524 
At the request of Mr. COBURN, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1524, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude major pro-
fessional sports leagues from quali-
fying as tax-exempt organizations. 

S. 1587 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1587, a bill to post-
humously award the Congressional 
Gold Medal to each of Glen Doherty 
and Tyrone Woods in recognition of 
their contributions to the Nation. 

S. 1600 
At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 

name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1600, a bill to facilitate 
the reestablishment of domestic, crit-
ical mineral designation, assessment, 
production, manufacturing, recycling, 
analysis, forecasting, workforce, edu-
cation, research, and international ca-
pabilities in the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1622 
At the request of Ms. HEITKAMP, the 

names of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
CRAPO) and the Senator from South 
Dakota (Mr. THUNE) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1622, a bill to establish 
the Alyce Spotted Bear and Walter 
Soboleff Commission on Native Chil-
dren, and for other purposes. 

S. 1708 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1708, a bill to amend title 
23, United States Code, with respect to 
the establishment of performance 
measures for the highway safety im-
provement program, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1799 
At the request of Mr. COONS, the 

name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1799, a bill to reauthorize 

subtitle A of the Victims of Child 
Abuse Act of 1990. 

S. 1810 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 

the name of the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. BOOKER) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1810, a bill to provide paid 
family and medical leave benefits to 
certain individuals, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1823 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1823, a bill to amend part 
E of title IV of the Social Security Act 
to better enable State child welfare 
agencies to prevent human trafficking 
of children and serve the needs of chil-
dren who are victims of human traf-
ficking, and for other purposes. 

S. 1828 
At the request of Mr. DONNELLY, the 

name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SCOTT) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1828, a bill to amend the Truth 
in Lending Act to modify the defini-
tions of a mortgage originator and a 
high-cost mortgage. 

S. 1875 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 

names of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. JOHNSON) and the Senator 
from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1875, a bill to 
provide for wildfire suppression oper-
ations, and for other purposes. 

S. 1897 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1897, a bill to prevent and 
mitigate identity theft, to ensure pri-
vacy, to provide notice of security 
breaches, and to enhance criminal pen-
alties, law enforcement assistance, and 
other protections against security 
breaches, fraudulent access, and misuse 
of personally identifiable information. 

S. 1902 
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 

name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. TOOMEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1902, a bill to require noti-
fication of individuals of breaches of 
personally identifiable information 
through Exchanges under the Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act. 

S. 1908 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 

name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
RISCH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1908, a bill to allow reciprocity for the 
carrying of certain concealed firearms. 

S. 1923 
At the request of Mr. MANCHIN, the 

name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
CHAMBLISS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1923, a bill to amend the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 to exempt from 
registration brokers performing serv-
ices in connection with the transfer of 
ownership of smaller privately held 
companies. 

S. 1926 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

names of the Senator from Mississippi 
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(Mr. COCHRAN), the Senator from North 
Dakota (Mr. HOEVEN), the Senator from 
Mississippi (Mr. WICKER), the Senator 
from Oregon (Mr. MERKLEY), the Sen-
ator from New York (Mr. SCHUMER), 
the Senator from Alaska (Mr. BEGICH), 
the Senator from Massachusetts (Ms. 
WARREN), the Senator from New York 
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND), the Senator from 
Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE), the 
Senator from Oregon (Mr. WYDEN), the 
Senator from North Dakota (Ms. 
HEITKAMP), the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY), the Senator from 
Connecticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL), the 
Senator from West Virginia (Mr. 
MANCHIN), the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR), the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY), the Sen-
ator from Hawaii (Mr. SCHATZ), the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER), 
the Senator from North Carolina (Mrs. 
HAGAN), the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) and the Senator from 
Rhode Island (Mr. REED) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1926, a bill to delay the 
implementation of certain provisions 
of the Biggert-Waters Flood Insurance 
Reform Act of 2012 and to reform the 
National Association of Registered 
Agents and Brokers, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1948 
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 

name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. UDALL) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1948, a bill to promote the aca-
demic achievement of American In-
dian, Alaska Native, and Native Hawai-
ian children with the establishment of 
a Native American language grant pro-
gram. 

S. 1956 
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the 

names of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO), the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) and the Senator from 
Minnesota (Mr. FRANKEN) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1956, a bill to direct 
the Secretary of Defense to review the 
discharge characterization of former 
members of the Armed Forces who 
were discharged by reason of the sexual 
orientation of the member, and for 
other purposes. 

S. CON. RES. 26 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 

the names of the Senator from Dela-
ware (Mr. COONS) and the Senator from 
Hawaii (Mr. SCHATZ) were added as co-
sponsors of S. Con. Res. 26, a concur-
rent resolution recognizing the need to 
improve physical access to many feder-
ally funded facilities for all people of 
the United States, particularly people 
with disabilities. 

S. RES. 330 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 

the name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 330, a resolution recognizing 
the 50th anniversary of ‘‘Smoking and 
Health: Report of the Advisory Com-
mittee to the Surgeon General of the 
United States’’ and the significant 
progress in reducing the public health 
burden of tobacco use, and supporting 

an end to tobacco-related death and 
disease. 

S. RES. 333 
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 

names of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
MORAN) and the Senator from Okla-
homa (Mr. INHOFE) were added as co-
sponsors of S. Res. 333, a resolution 
strongly recommending that the 
United States renegotiate the return of 
the Iraqi Jewish Archive to Iraq. 

S. RES. 334 
At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, her 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 334, a resolution recognizing the 
goals of Catholic Schools Week and 
honoring the valuable contributions of 
Catholic schools in the United States. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself and 
Mr. KIRK): 

S. 1960. A bill to require rulemaking 
by the Administrator of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency to ad-
dress considerations in evaluating the 
need for public and individual disaster 
assistance, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follow: 

S. 1960 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Fairness in 
Federal Disaster Declarations Act of 2014’’. 
SEC. 2. REGULATORY ACTION REQUIRED. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (in this Act referred to 
as the ‘‘Administrator’’ and ‘‘FEMA’’, re-
spectively) shall amend the rules of the Ad-
ministrator under section 206.48 of title 44, 
Code of Federal Regulations, as in effect on 
the date of enactment of this Act, in accord-
ance with the provisions of this Act. 

(b) NEW CRITERIA REQUIRED.—The amended 
rules issued under subsection (a) shall pro-
vide for the followin: 

(1) PUBLIC ASSISTANCE PROGRAM.—Such 
rules shall provide that, with respect to the 
evaluation of the need for public assistance— 

(A) specific weighted valuations shall be 
assigned to each criterion, as follows— 

(i) estimated cost of the assistance, 10 per-
cent; 

(ii) localized impacts, 40 percent; 
(iii) insurance coverage in force, 10 per-

cent; 
(iv) hazard mitigation, 10 percent; 
(v) recent multiple disasters, 10 percent; 
(vi) programs of other Federal assistance, 

10 percent; and 
(vii) economic circumstances described in 

subparagraph (B), 10 percent; and 
(B) FEMA shall consider the economic cir-

cumstances of— 
(i) the local economy of the affected area, 

including factors such as the local assessable 
tax base and local sales tax, the median in-

come as it compares to that of the State, and 
the poverty rate as it compares to that of 
the State; and 

(ii) the economy of the State, including 
factors such as the unemployment rate of 
the State, as compared to the national un-
employment rate. 

(2) INDIVIDUAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM.—Such 
rules shall provide that, with respect to the 
evaluation of the severity, magnitude, and 
impact of the disaster and the evaluation of 
the need for assistance to individuals— 

(A) specific weighted valuations shall be 
assigned to each criterion, as follows— 

(i) concentration of damages, 20 percent; 
(ii) trauma, 20 percent; 
(iii) special populations, 20 percent; 
(iv) voluntary agency assistance, 10 per-

cent; 
(v) insurance, 20 percent; 
(vi) average amount of individual assist-

ance by State, 5 percent; and 
(vii) economic considerations described in 

subparagraph (B), 5 percent; and 
(B) FEMA shall consider the economic cir-

cumstances of the affected area, including 
factors such as the local assessable tax base 
and local sales tax, the median income as it 
compares to that of the State, and the pov-
erty rate as it compares to that of the State. 

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself and 
Mr. KIRK): 

S. 1962. A bill to establish the Pull-
man National Historical Park in the 
State of Illinois as a unit of the Na-
tional Park System, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

Mr. DURBIN. I rise today to intro-
duce the Pullman National Historical 
Park Act. This legislation continues 
our commitment to preserve the 
unique stories and places that have a 
special place in our Nation’s history. 

The Pullman neighborhood has been 
the site of some major events in U.S. 
history. The area was first developed in 
1880 by George Pullman as the first 
American industrial town—a mixed-in-
come community where the families of 
company executives and factory work-
ers could work and live together. 

During the economic depression of 
the 1890s, the Pullman site served as 
the catalyst for the first industry-wide 
strike in the United States, which 
helped lead to the establishment of 
Labor Day as a national holiday. 

The Pullman community then went 
on to play an important role in Afri-
can-American and early Civil Rights 
history through the legacy of the Pull-
man porters, as well as the develop-
ment of the Brotherhood of Sleeping 
Car Porters—the first Black labor 
union. 

So it is fitting that the area has been 
recognized as a historical landmark by 
the city of Chicago, the State of Illi-
nois, and nationally. But more can be 
done to showcase Pullman’s unique 
place in America’s history. 

A study released last year by the Na-
tional Park Service stated that the 
Pullman Historical District had undis-
puted national significance and would 
make an excellent candidate for addi-
tion to the national park system. I 
agree. I am joined by my colleagues 
Senator MARK KIRK and Congress-
woman ROBIN KELLY today to intro-
duce a bill to designate the Pullman 
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district as a national park. If created, 
the Pullman National Historical Park 
would be an important addition to the 
current national parks system because 
it would poignantly highlight stories 
from communities that are rarely rep-
resented in other national parks. 

The park’s urban location on Chi-
cago’s South Side would make it easily 
accessible to millions of people by pub-
lic transportation—again, setting Pull-
man apart from other national parks. 
The Pullman National Historical Park 
would also provide an opportunity for 
tourism and facilitate job creation in 
the Southeast side of Chicago. More 
than 3,000 Chicagoans and 110 organiza-
tions and businesses—including the 
AFL–CIO and Chicago Federation of 
Labor—have signed statements of sup-
port calling for its creation. 

Studies show that for every dollar 
that is invested in national park oper-
ations, $10 of economic activity is gen-
erated locally. Just last year, national 
park visitors contributed more than $30 
billion to local economies and support 
more than a quarter million jobs. The 
benefits are clear. 

Creating the Pullman National His-
torical Park will allow the National 
Park Service to better represent Amer-
ica’s cultural and ethnic diversity 
while providing a boost to the local 
economy and conservation opportuni-
ties for the area. I urge my colleagues 
to support Pullman National Historical 
Park Act. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follow: 

S. 1962 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Pullman Na-
tional Historical Park Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that— 
(1) in 1970, the Secretary of the Interior 

designated the Pullman Historic District as 
a National Historic Landmark District in 
1970 because of— 

(A) the significance of the District to the 
labor history, social history, architecture, 
and urban planning of the United States; and 

(B) the pivotal role of events in the Dis-
trict in creating the first national Labor Day 
holiday in the world; 

(2) between 1880 and 1884 George M. Pull-
man, owner of the Pullman Palace Car Com-
pany, built the Pullman community, which 
was envisioned by Pullman as an industrial 
town that would provide employees with— 

(A) a model community; and 
(B) suitable living conditions; 
(3) the town developed by George M. Pull-

man, which consisted of over 1,000 buildings 
and homes, was awarded ‘‘The World’s Most 
Perfect Town’’ at the International Hygienic 
and Pharmaceutical Exposition in 1896; 

(4) the Pullman factory site is a true sym-
bol of the historic struggle in the United 
States to achieve fair labor practices for the 
working class, with the original factory serv-
ing as the catalyst for the first industry- 
wide strike in the United States; 

(5) in the midst of economic depression in 
1894, to protest unsafe conditions and reduc-
tions in pay, Pullman factory workers initi-
ated a strike that— 

(A) when taken up as a cause by the Amer-
ican Railway Union, crippled the entire rail 
industry; 

(B) continued even in the face of a Federal 
injunction and a showdown between laborers 
and Federal troops that turned violent and 
deadly; and 

(C) set a national example for the ability of 
working people in the United States to 
change the existing system in favor of more 
just practices for protecting workers rights 
and safety; 

(6) following the deaths of a number of 
workers at the hands of the United States 
military and United States Marshals during 
the 1894 strike, Congress unanimously voted 
to approve rush legislation that created a 
national Labor Day holiday, which was 
signed into law by President Grover Cleve-
land 6 days after the end of the strike; 

(7) the Pullman Palace Car Company also 
played an important role in African-Amer-
ican and early civil rights history through 
the legacy of the Pullman porters, many of 
whom were ex-slaves were employed in a 
heavily discriminatory environment imme-
diately following the Civil War; 

(8) the Pullman porters, who served dili-
gently between the 1870s and the 1960s, have 
been commended for— 

(A) the level of service and attention to de-
tail of the Pullman porters; and 

(B) the contributions of the Pullman por-
ters to the development of the African-Amer-
ican middle class; 

(9) the information, ideas, and commerce 
the Pullman porters carried across the coun-
try while traveling on trains helped to bring 
education and wealth to African-American 
communities throughout the United States; 

(10) the positive role of the Pullman por-
ters in the historical image of the first-class 
service that was made available on Pullman 
cars is unmistakable; 

(11) the Pullman community was the sem-
inal home to the Brotherhood of Sleeping 
Car Porters, which— 

(A) was the first African-American labor 
union with a collective bargaining agree-
ment; 

(B) was founded by civil rights pioneer A. 
Philip Randolph in 1925; 

(C) fought against discrimination and in 
support of just labor practices; and 

(D) helped lay the groundwork for what be-
came the great Civil Rights Movement of the 
20th Century; 

(12) the Pullman community is— 
(A) a paramount illustration of the work of 

architect Solon Spencer Beman; 
(B) a well-preserved example of 19th Cen-

tury community planning, architecture, and 
landscape design; and 

(C) comprised of a number of historic 
structures, including the Administration 
Clocktower Building, Hotel Florence, 
Greenstone Church, Market Square, and hun-
dreds of units of rowhouses built for Pullman 
workers; 

(13) the preservation of the Pullman site 
has been threatened by— 

(A) plans for demolition in 1960; and 
(B) a fire in 1998, which damaged the iconic 

clocktower and the rear erecting shops; 
(14) the diligent efforts of community orga-

nizations, foundations, nonprofits, residents, 
the State, and units of local government in 
the restoration and preservation of the Dis-
trict after the 1998 fire were vital to the pro-
tection of the Pullman site; 

(15) due to the historic and architectural 
significance of the District, the District is 
designated as— 

(A) a registered National Historic Land-
mark District; 

(B) an Illinois State Landmark; and 
(C) a City of Chicago Landmark District; 

and 
(16) the preservation, enhancement, eco-

nomic, and tourism potential and manage-
ment of the important historic and architec-
tural resources of the Park requires coopera-
tion and partnerships from among local 
property owners, the Federal Government, 
the State, units of local government, the pri-
vate and nonprofit sectors, and the more 
than 100 civic organizations who have ex-
pressed support for community preservation 
through the establishment of the Pullman 
National Historical Park. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) PARK.—The term ‘‘Park’’ means the 

Pullman National Historical Park estab-
lished by section 4(a). 

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(3) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means the 
State of Illinois. 
SEC. 4. ESTABLISHMENT OF THE PULLMAN NA-

TIONAL HISTORICAL PARK. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.—There is 

established in the State a unit of the Na-
tional Park System, to be known as the 
‘‘Pullman National Historical Park’’— 

(1) to preserve and interpret for the benefit 
of future generations— 

(A) the significant labor, industrial, civil 
rights, and social history of the Park; 

(B) the significant architectural structures 
in the Park; and 

(C) the role of the Pullman community in 
the creation of the first national Labor Day 
holiday in the world; 

(2) to coordinate preservation, protection, 
and interpretation efforts of the Park by the 
Federal Government, the State, units of 
local government, and private and nonprofit 
organizations; and 

(3) to coordinate appropriate management 
options necessary to ensure the protection, 
preservation, and interpretation of the many 
significant aspects of the Park. 

(b) PARK BOUNDARY.—The boundary of the 
Park shall be established by the Secretary, 
but shall not exceed the boundary of the ap-
proximately 300-acre Pullman Historic Dis-
trict in Chicago, which is between 103rd 
Street on the north, 115th Street on the 
south, Cottage Grove Avenue on the west, 
and the Norfolk & Western Rail Line on the 
east. 

(c) INCLUSION OF HISTORIC SITES.—On con-
veyance by the State to the Secretary, the 
Park shall include— 

(1) the Pullman Factory Complex, includ-
ing the Clock Tower Building and rear erect-
ing shops; and 

(2) the approximately 13 acres of land on 
which the structures described in paragraph 
(1) are located. 
SEC. 5. ADMINISTRATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ad-
minister land within the boundary of the 
Park in accordance with— 

(1) this Act; and 
(2) the laws generally applicable to units of 

the National Park System, including— 
(A) the National Park Service Organic Act 

(16 U.S.C. 1 et seq.); and 
(B) the Act of August 21, 1935 (16 U.S.C. 461 

et seq.). 
(b) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-

retary may enter into cooperative agree-
ments with the State or other public and 
nonpublic entities, under which the Sec-
retary may identify, interpret, and provide 
assistance for the preservation of non-Fed-
eral land within the boundaries of the Park 
and at sites in close proximity to the Park 
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but located outside the boundaries of the 
Park, including providing for placement of 
directional and interpretive signage, exhib-
its, and technology-based interpretive de-
vices. 

(c) ACQUISITION OF LAND.—The Secretary 
may acquire for inclusion in the Park any 
land (including interests in land), buildings, 
or structures owned by the State or any 
other political, private, or nonprofit entity 
by donation, transfer, exchange, or purchase 
from a willing seller. 

(d) MANAGEMENT PLAN.—Not later than 3 
fiscal years after the date on which funds are 
first made available to carry out this Act, 
the Secretary, in consultation with the 
State, shall complete a general management 
plan for the Park in accordance with— 

(1) section 12(b) of the National Park Sys-
tem General Authorities Act (16 U.S.C. 1a– 
7(b)); and 

(2) any other applicable laws. 
(e) EFFECT.—Nothing in this Act modifies 

any authority of the Federal Government to 
carry out Federal laws on Federal land lo-
cated in the Park. 
SEC. 6. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

There are authorized to be appropriated 
such sums as are necessary to carry out this 
Act. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 337—EX-
PRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 
DESIGNATION OF JANUARY 28, 
2014, AS ‘‘NATIONAL DATA PRI-
VACY DAY’’ 

Mr. ROCKEFELLER (for himself, Mr. 
THUNE, Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. LEAHY, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
PRYOR, and Mr. NELSON) submitted the 
following resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 337 

Whereas new and innovative technologies 
enhance our lives by increasing our ability 
to communicate, learn, share, and produce; 

Whereas integration of new and innovative 
technologies into our everyday lives has the 
potential to compromise the privacy of indi-
viduals if appropriate protection is not 
taken; 

Whereas there is opportunity for govern-
ments, corporations, and civil society to 
work together to protect the privacy of indi-
viduals; 

Whereas many individuals and companies 
are not fully aware of the risks to the pri-
vacy of individuals posed by new and innova-
tive technologies, of data protection and pri-
vacy laws, or of the specific steps they can 
take to protect the privacy of individuals; 

Whereas ‘‘National Data Privacy Day’’ 
constitutes a nationwide effort to educate 
and raise awareness about respecting pri-
vacy, safeguarding data, and enabling trust; 

Whereas the annual recognition of ‘‘Na-
tional Data Privacy Day’’ by Congress would 
encourage more people nationwide to be 
aware of data privacy and to take all nec-
essary steps to prevent data loss and respect 
privacy; 

Whereas government officials and agen-
cies, as well as representatives of businesses 
and nonprofit organizations, privacy profes-
sionals, academic communities, legal schol-
ars, educators, and others with an interest in 
data privacy are working together on Janu-
ary 28, 2014, to educate and raise awareness 
about data privacy and about protecting the 
privacy of individuals; 

Whereas on January 28, 2014, privacy pro-
fessionals and educators are being encour-
aged to discuss data privacy and security; 
and 

Whereas January 28, 2014, would be an ap-
propriate day to designate as ‘‘National Data 
Privacy Day’’: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) supports the designation of January 28, 

2014, as ‘‘National Data Privacy Day’’; 
(2) encourages State and local governments 

to observe the day with appropriate activi-
ties and initiatives that raise awareness 
about data privacy and security; 

(3) encourages privacy professionals and 
educators to discuss data privacy and secu-
rity; 

(4) encourages corporations, governments, 
and other relevant organizations to take 
steps to protect the privacy and security of 
individuals and to promote trust in tech-
nologies; 

(5) encourages individuals across the 
United States to learn about data privacy 
and the specific steps they can take to pro-
tect the privacy of information they possess 
about themselves and others; and 

(6) encourages everyone to respect privacy, 
safeguard data they possess, and enable 
trust. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 338—DESIG-
NATING DIANE K. SKVARLA AS 
CURATOR EMERITUS OF THE 
UNITED STATES SENATE 

Mr. REID (for himself and Mr. 
MCCONNELL) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 338 

Whereas Diane K. Skvarla will retire from 
the Senate after 18 years as Senate Curator, 
and more than 30 years of Senate service; 

Whereas she has diligently cared for and 
greatly enhanced the material history and 
historic spaces of the Senate as a legacy for 
future generations; 

Whereas she has educated and inspired the 
Senate community, visitors to the Capitol, 
and the people of the United States with nu-
merous exhibits, publications, and edu-
cational programs; 

Whereas her vision and leadership resulted 
in significant improvements to the restora-
tion and historic interpretation of the Old 
Senate Chamber and other historic rooms of 
the Capitol; 

Whereas she has caused to be published sig-
nificant catalogues of the fine and graphic 
art collections of the Senate for the benefit 
of the people of the United States; 

Whereas she has upheld the highest stand-
ards and traditions of the Senate with un-
wavering dedication; and 

Whereas she has earned the respect, affec-
tion, and esteem of the Senate: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That, effective January 27, 2014, 
as a token of the appreciation of the Senate 
for her long and faithful service, Diane K. 
Skvarla is hereby designated as Curator 
Emeritus of the United States Senate. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 339—COM-
MEMORATING THE 150TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF MAYO CLINIC 

Mr. FRANKEN (for himself, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Mr. RUBIO, and Ms. BALDWIN) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions: 

S. RES. 339 

Whereas Dr. William Worrall Mayo first 
announced his plans to establish a medical 
practice in Rochester, Minnesota on January 
27, 1864; 

Whereas 2014 marks 150 years of Mayo Clin-
ic providing continuous, quality service to 
patients; 

Whereas the Mayo Clinic model of inte-
grated, high-quality health care has become 
an international model for providing health 
care; 

Whereas the many historic achievements 
of Mayo Clinic include— 

(1) developing the first integrated, multi- 
specialty practice of medicine; 

(2) creating the first anti-blackout suits 
for military pilots during World War II; 

(3) winning the Nobel Prize in 1950 for dis-
covering cortisone; 

(4) developing a DNA test that detects an-
thrax in less than 1 hour; and 

(5) continuing a tradition of helping indi-
viduals in the most need of help, including 
by deploying medical teams to earthquake- 
stricken Haiti; 

Whereas Mayo Clinic continues to value 
compassion, integrity, quality, and innova-
tion in its leadership around the world; and 

Whereas Mayo Clinic is considered a pre-
miere global center of health and healing 
dedicated to medical care, research, and edu-
cation: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate commemorates 
the 150th anniversary of Mayo Clinic. 

f 

NOTICES OF HEARINGS 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I would 
like to announce for the information of 
the Senate and the public that a hear-
ing has been scheduled before the Sen-
ate Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources. The hearing will be held on 
Tuesday, January 28, at 10 a.m., in 
room SD–366 of the Dirksen Senate Of-
fice Building. 

The purpose of this hearing is to re-
ceive testimony on S. 1600, the Critical 
Minerals Policy Act of 2013. 

Because of the limited time available 
for the hearing, witnesses may testify 
by invitation only. However, those 
wishing to submit written testimony 
for the hearing record should send it to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources, U.S. Senate, 304 Dirksen 
Senate Office Building, Washington, 
DC, 20510–6150, or by email to 
DavelBerick@energy.senate.gov. 

For further information please con-
tact David Berick at (202) 224–2209, 
Megan Brewster (202) 224–6689, or Brian 
Hughes, (202) 224–7555. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
announce that the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions will meet in executive session on 
Wednesday, January 29, 2013, at 10 a.m. 
in room 430 of the Dirksen Senate Of-
fice Building to markup the nomina-
tions of David Weil, of Massachusetts, 
to serve as Administrator of the Wage 
and Hour Division, Department of 
Labor; France A. Cordova, of New Mex-
ico, to serve as Director of the Na-
tional Science Foundation; Nomina-
tion of Steven Joel Anthony, of Vir-
ginia, to be a Member of the Railroad 
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Retirement Board; James H. Shelton 
III, of the District of Columbia, to be 
Deputy Secretary of Education, De-
partment of Education; Michael Keith 
Yudin, of the District of Columbia, to 
be Assistant Secretary for Special Edu-
cation and Rehabilitative Services, De-
partment of Education; James Cole, 
Jr., of New York, to be General Coun-
sel, Department of Education; Theo-
dore Reed Mitchell, of California, to be 
Under Secretary of Education, Depart-
ment of Education; and Ericka M. Mil-
ler, of Virginia, to be Assistant Sec-
retary for Postsecondary Education, 
Department of Education; as well as 
any additional nominations cleared for 
action. 

For further information regarding 
this meeting, please contact the com-
mittee at (202) 224–5375. 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I would 
like to announce for the information of 
the Senate and the public that a hear-
ing has been scheduled before the Sen-
ate Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources. The hearing will be held on 
Thursday, January 30, 2014, at 9:30 a.m., 
in room 366 of the Dirksen Senate Of-
fice Building. 

The purpose of this oversight hearing 
is to explore opportunities and chal-
lenges associated with lifting the ban 
on U.S. crude oil exports. 

Because of the limited time available 
for the hearing, witnesses may testify 
by invitation only. However, those 
wishing to submit written testimony 
for the hearing record may do so by 
sending it to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC, 20510–6150, or by e- 
mail to LaurenlGoldschmidt@energy 
.senate.gov. 

For further information, please con-
tact Todd Wooten at (202) 224–3907, Abi-
gail Campbell at (202) 224–4905, or 
Lauren Goldschmidt at (202) 224–5488. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that Ryan Orgera, 
a Sea Grant fellow in my office, be 
granted floor privileges for the dura-
tion of the flood insurance bill. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

AUTHORIZING EXTENSION OF THE 
NUCLEAR ENERGY AGREEMENT 
WITH KOREA 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 295, S. 1901. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1901) to authorize the President 

to extend the term of the nuclear energy 
agreement with the Republic of Korea until 
March 19, 2016. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I further 
ask that the bill be read a third time 
and passed and the motions to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table, with no intervening action 
or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (S. 1901) was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

S. 1901 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Support for 
United States-Republic of Korea Civil Nu-
clear Cooperation Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 
(1) In the 60th year of the alliance, the re-

lationship between the United States and the 
Republic of Korea could not be stronger. It is 
based on mutual sacrifice, mutual respect, 
shared interests, and shared responsibility to 
promote peace and security in the Asia-Pa-
cific region and throughout the world. 

(2) North Korea’s nuclear weapons pro-
grams, including uranium enrichment and 
plutonium reprocessing technologies, under-
mine security on the Korean Peninsula. The 
United States and the Republic of Korea 
have a shared interest in preventing further 
proliferation, including through the imple-
mentation of the 2005 Joint Statement of the 
Six-Party Talks. 

(3) Both the United States and Republic of 
Korea have a shared objective in strength-
ening the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons, done at London, Moscow, 
and Washington July 1, 1968, and a political 
and a commercial interest in working col-
laboratively to address challenges to their 
respective peaceful civil nuclear programs. 

(4) The nuclear energy agreement referred 
to in section 3 is scheduled to expire on 
March 19, 2014. In order to maintain healthy 
and uninterrupted cooperation in this area 
between the two countries while a new 
agreement is being negotiated, Congress 
should authorize the President to extend the 
duration of the current agreement until 
March 19, 2016. 
SEC. 3. EXTENSION OF NUCLEAR ENERGY AGREE-

MENT WITH THE REPUBLIC OF 
KOREA. 

Notwithstanding section 123 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2153), the Presi-
dent is authorized to take such actions as 
may be required to extend the term of the 
Agreement for Cooperation between the Gov-
ernment of the United States of America and 
the Government of the Republic of Korea 
Concerning Civil Uses of Atomic Energy, 
done at Washington November 24, 1972 (24 
UST 775; TIAS 7583), and amended on May 15, 
1974 (25 UST 1102; TIAS 7842), to a date that 
is not later than March 19, 2016. 
SEC. 4. REPORT TO CONGRESS ON PROGRESS OF 

NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN THE 
UNITED STATES AND REPUBLIC OF 
KOREA. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, and every 180 days 
thereafter until a new Agreement for Co-
operation between the Government of the 
United States of America and the Govern-
ment of the Republic of Korea Concerning 
Civil Uses of Nuclear Energy is submitted to 
Congress, the President shall provide to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 

House of Representatives a report on the 
progress of negotiations on a new civil nu-
clear cooperation agreement. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR A JOINT SESSION 
OF CONGRESS TO RECEIVE A 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of H. Con. 
Res. 75, which was received from the 
House and is at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the concurrent resolu-
tion by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 75) 

providing for a joint session of Congress to 
receive a message from the President. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the concur-
rent resolution be agreed to and the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 75) was agreed to. 

f 

NATIONAL DATA PRIVACY DAY 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the Senate proceed 
to the immediate consideration of S. 
Res. 337 submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 337) expressing sup-

port for the designation of January 28, 2014, 
as ‘‘National Data Privacy Day.’’ 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
and the motions to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table, 
with no intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 337) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
(The resolution, with its preamble, is 

printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.’’) 

f 

DESIGNATING DIANE K. SKVARLA 
AS CURATOR EMERITUS 

Mr. DURBIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent the Senate proceed to S. Res. 338 
submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 338) designating 

Diane K. Skvarla as Curator Emeritus of the 
United States Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 
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Mr. REID. Mr. President, today we 

honor the hard work and accomplish-
ments of Ms. Diane Skvarla, who is re-
tiring after 20 years of service as the 
Senate curator. 

In the 27 years that I have served Ne-
vadans in the Senate, I have never lost 
my appreciation for the rich history, 
works of fine art, and craftsmanship 
along the halls of the Senate. The Cap-
itol and Senate office buildings are 
treasures and symbols of our democ-
racy. 

An enduring institution, the Senate 
is passed down from generation to gen-
eration as Senators and visitors come 
and go. Just as we have a responsi-
bility to preserve the traditions and 
history of the Senate, we also have a 
responsibility to preserve the buildings 
and furnishings. Former majority lead-
er Mike Mansfield understood the need 
to conserve these adornments of Amer-
ican democracy and advocated for the 
creation of the U.S. Senate Commis-
sion on Art and the Office of Senate 
Curator to fulfill this objective. Cura-
tors usually oversee museums and pri-
vate collections. The Senate, on the 
other hand, is a working building. 
Maintaining a balance between con-
servation and the considerations of 
working life for Members and staff is a 
unique task. In her role as Senate cura-
tor, Diane has worked fiercely to suc-
cessfully strike this balance every day. 

Diane began working for the cura-
tor’s office in 1979 as a staff member 
following graduation from Colgate Uni-
versity. After she earned her master’s 
degree in museum studies from George 
Washington University in 1987, Diane 
took on more responsibility, including 
work on the Senate’s bicentennial cele-
bration in 1989. After a short break 
from the office, Diane was asked to re-
turn in 1994 as the curator to follow 
Jim Ketchum. 

Throughout her tenure as curator, 
Diane has remained a steadfast advo-
cate for the preservation of the Senate. 
Diane worked to publish the Catalogue 
of Fine Art and Catalogue of Graphic 
Art, both comprehensively docu-
menting the decorative treasures of the 
Senate. Diane also worked to acquire 
the large portrait of Henry Clay that 
was previously unknown and now 
hangs in the Brumidi Corridor just off 
of the Senate floor. In addition, Diane 
spearheaded restoration efforts of the 
Old Senate Chamber in 2011–2012 and 
ongoing restoration and research in the 

Brumidi Corridor. She has been instru-
mental in the forthcoming publication 
of a book detailing the discoveries of 
the Brumidi Corridor in the Senate. 

Among her many achievements are 
projects close to my heart. Diane 
worked hard to discover, catalogue, 
and restore articles of historic fur-
niture such as the Russell barrel-back 
chairs and rosewood writing desk now 
used in my office. She also managed 
the restoration of a portrait of George 
Washington by Gilbert Stuart that 
hangs in the entrance to my office. 

Managing the working considerations 
of the Senate can be a challenge, espe-
cially following recent emergencies 
such as September 11 and the anthrax 
attacks in 2001. Following the terrorist 
attacks on New York City and the Pen-
tagon new emergency measures and 
plans were implemented throughout 
the Federal Government. Diane has 
been instrumental in developing emer-
gency disaster plans for the Senate’s 
artistic and cultural artifacts. Creating 
and rehearsing evacuation plans for 
staff, producing protocols for handling 
artwork, and coordinating with first- 
responder agencies to ensure safe ac-
cess and communication following dis-
asters and emergencies, Diane leaves 
the Senate more prepared than ever. 

I join my colleagues in thanking 
Diane for her hard work and extend 
congratulations on her well-earned re-
tirement. I wish her the best in all of 
her future endeavors. 

Mr. DURBIN. I ask unanimous con-
sent the resolution be agreed to, the 
preamble be agreed to, and the motions 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table, with no inter-
vening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The resolution (S. Res. 338) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
(The resolution, with its preamble, is 

printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.’’) 

f 

MEASURE READ THE FIRST 
TIME—S. 1963 

Mr. DURBIN. I understand S. 1963 in-
troduced earlier today by Senator 
PRYOR is at the desk, and I ask for its 
first reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
first time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1963) to repeal section 403 of the 

Bipartisan Budget Act of 2013. 

Mr. DURBIN. I now ask for its second 
reading and object to my own request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The bill will be read for a second 
time on the next legislative day. 

f 

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, JANUARY 
28, 2014 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it ad-
journ until 10 a.m. on Tuesday, Janu-
ary 28, 2014; that following the prayer 
and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; that fol-
lowing any leader remarks, the Senate 
resume consideration of the motion to 
proceed to S. 1926, the flood insurance 
bill, postcloture; that the Senate recess 
from 12:30 p.m. until 2:15 p.m. to allow 
for the weekly caucus meetings; fi-
nally, I ask unanimous consent that 
time during adjournment and recess 
count postcloture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PROGRAM 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, the 
President of the United States will de-
liver the State of the Union Address at 
9 p.m. tomorrow. All Senators are in-
vited to attend the joint session. The 
Senate will begin gathering in the Sen-
ate Chamber at 8:20 p.m. and depart 
from the Senate Chamber at 8:30 p.m. 
to proceed as a body to the Hall of the 
House. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, if there 
is no further business to come before 
the Senate, I ask unanimous consent 
that it adjourn under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:40 p.m., adjourned until Tuesday, 
January 28, 2014, at 10 a.m. 
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ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE 2014 CON-
GRESS-BUNDESTAG/BUNDESRAT 
EXCHANGE 

HON. JOHN A. BOEHNER 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, since 1983, 
the U.S. Congress and the German Bundes-
tag and Bundesrat have conducted an annual 
exchange program for staff members from 
both countries. The program gives profes-
sional staff the opportunity to observe and 
learn about each other’s political institutions 
and interact on issues of mutual interest. 

A staff delegation from the U.S. Congress 
will be selected to visit Germany for 10 days 
from June 28–July 6, 2014. During this 10-day 
exchange, the delegation will attend meetings 
with Bundestag/Bundesrat Members, Bundes-
tag and Bundesrat party staff members, and 
representatives of numerous political, busi-
ness, academic, and media agencies. 

A comparable delegation of German staff 
members will visit the United States for 10 
days from April 26–May 4, 2014. They will at-
tend similar meetings here in Washington. The 
U.S. delegation is expected to organize and 
facilitate these meetings. 

The Congress-Bundestag/Bundesrat Ex-
change is highly regarded in Germany and the 
United States, and is one of several exchange 
programs sponsored by public and private in-
stitutions in the United States and Germany to 
foster better understanding of the politics and 
policies of both countries. This exchange is 
funded by the U.S. Department of State’s Bu-
reau of Educational and Cultural Affairs. 

The U.S. delegation should consist of expe-
rienced and accomplished Hill staff who can 
contribute to the success of the exchange on 
both sides of the Atlantic. The Bundestag re-
ciprocates by sending senior staff profes-
sionals to the United States. 

Applicants should have a demonstrable in-
terest in events in Europe. Applicants need 
not be working in the field of foreign affairs, al-
though such a background can be helpful. The 
composite U.S. delegation should exhibit a 
range of expertise in issues of mutual concern 
to the United States and Germany such as, 
but not limited to, trade, security, the environ-
ment, economic development, health care, 
and other social policy issues. This year’s del-
egation should be familiar with transatlantic re-
lations within the context of recent world 
events. 

In addition, U.S. participants are expected to 
plan and implement the program for the Bun-
destag/Bundesrat staff members when they 
visit the United States. 

Participants are selected by a committee 
composed of personnel from the Bureau of 
Educational and Cultural Affairs of the Depart-
ment of State and past participants of the ex-
change. 

Members of the House and Senate who 
would like a member of their staff to apply for 

participation in this year’s program should di-
rect them to submit a resume and cover letter 
in which they state their qualifications, the 
contributions they can make to a successful 
program and some assurances of their ability 
to participate during the time stated. 

Applications may be sent to the Office of 
Interparliamentary Affairs, HC–4, the Capitol, 
by 5 p.m. on Friday, February 21, 2014. 

f 

IN MEMORIAM OF HIS HOLINESS 
DR. SYEDNA MOHAMMED 
BURHANUDDIN SAHEB 

HON. GLORIA NEGRETE McLEOD 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD. Mr. Speaker, the 
Nation mourns the passing of His Holiness Dr. 
Syedna Mohammed Burhanuddin Saheb who 
passed away January 17, 2014 at the age of 
102 in Mumbai. 

Dr. Syedna Mohammed Burhanuddin Saheb 
was the 52nd Dai-al-Mutlaq of the Dawoodi 
Bohra community. Dr. Burhanuddin was the 
revered and beloved leader of over one million 
Bohras worldwide, many of which reside in the 
United States. 

Under his leadership the community has 
had great success throughout the world. In 
2005, Dr. Burhanuddin was congratulated by 
President George W. Bush in a letter from the 
White House, when he last visited the United 
States for the inauguration of a mosque in 
Fremont, California. 

His Holiness’ leadership and spiritual guid-
ance to the Dawoodi Bohra community will be 
greatly missed. The Dawoodi Bohra commu-
nity will observe days of mourning on his Holi-
ness’ passing. Many Dawoodi Bohras through-
out the Nation have stayed home from school, 
work, and business in honor of His Holiness. 

I offer my sincere condolences on behalf of 
the United States Congress to the family, 
friends, and all worldwide followers of His Holi-
ness, and especially to the local Anjuman E- 
Qutbi community in the City of Ontario in the 
35th Congressional District which has over 
120 families who were spiritually guided by the 
teachings of Dr. Syedna Mohammed 
Burhanuddin Saheb. 

f 

IN HONOR OF DR. DALE MCINNIS, 
RICHMOND COUNTY CITIZEN OF 
THE YEAR 

HON. RICHARD HUDSON 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the community service of Richmond 
Community College President, Dr. Dale 
McInnis, who was recently named Citizen of 
the Year by the Richmond County Chamber of 
Commerce. 

Dr. McInnis was raised in Richmond County 
and has served the region admirably for dec-
ades. He has worked at three community col-
leges in North Carolina’s 8th Congressional 
District, which cover five of the twelve counties 
in my district. Dr. McInnis started as a busi-
ness instructor at Montgomery Community 
College in 1992 before being named Vice 
President of Administrative Services the fol-
lowing year. He then worked at South Pied-
mont Community College before accepting a 
position at Richmond Community College in 
2002. Dr. McInnis became Richmond Commu-
nity College’s seventh President in 2010, 
where he still serves today. 

Mr. Speaker, Dr. McInnis has had a direct 
impact on the lives of thousands of hard-work-
ing folks across the 8th District. He has devel-
oped and implemented programs at these 
community colleges that helped people transi-
tion to new careers at a time of unprece-
dented textile and manufacturing job losses in 
the region. 

Community colleges will continue to play a 
pivotal role in helping improve our economy in 
the coming years. Thanks to the strong lead-
ership of Dr. McInnis, Richmond Community 
College is leading the charge in getting the 
workforce of Richmond and Scotland Counties 
the skills they need to thrive in a 21st century 
economy. I’m proud to have worked with Dr. 
McInnis over the years, and I know I speak for 
countless people across the 8th District when 
I congratulate him on being named Citizen of 
the Year. 

CONGRATULATING THE GLMV 
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 2014 
MEMBER RECOGNITION AWARD 
RECIPIENTS 

HON. BRADLEY S. SCHNEIDER 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to rise today to honor a select group 
of business leaders who make our commu-
nities strong. Illinois’s Tenth District has a long 
tradition of business innovation and excel-
lence, and year after year more businesses 
add to that legacy. 

Each year, the Green Oaks, Libertyville, 
Mundelein and Vernon Hills (GLMV) Chamber 
of Commerce recognizes a few exceptional in-
dividuals for achieving success in the business 
world and for practicing good citizenship in 
and for the community. 

It is my great honor to congratulate the re-
cipients of the GLMV 2014 Member Recogni-
tion Dinner Awards: 

Entrepreneur of the Year: Alexa and Seth 
Holzwarth of LexiWynn; Restaurateur of the 
Year: Scott Fine of Fine’s; Community Service 
Award: Dr. Robert Rosenberg of Advocate 
Condell Medical Center; Civic Leadership 
Award: Sedrik Newbern of Phoenix Insurance; 
Member of the Year: Brian Logsdon of Corner 
Bakery Cafa; Volunteer of the Year: Lars Ras-
mussen of World Financial Group. 
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These noteworthy award recipients embody 

the hardworking, forward-thinking and commu-
nity-oriented spirit that makes the Tenth Dis-
trict of Illinois such a special place. Their lead-
ership and success exemplify a model for their 
fellow businesses, and I congratulate them on 
receiving these distinctions. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I want to congratulate 
and thank the GLMV Chamber of Commerce 
for everything it does. Local businesses are 
the foundation of our communities, and the 
GLMV Chamber of Commerce is dedicated to 
keeping those foundations strong. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF AL RIDER ON 
HIS RETIREMENT 

HON. BRETT GUTHRIE 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
recognition of Al Rider. Born and raised in 
Hardin County, Al strived to better the commu-
nity by promoting a quality education. 

On Friday, January 31st, Al will retire from 
his role as President and CEO of the Central 
Kentucky Community Foundation (CKCF). 
Since 1992, Al has worked to develop and im-
plement initiatives to promote a good edu-
cation and ensure that students follow through 
on those efforts. 

Al has, at one time or another had a hand 
in virtually every component of education in 
central Kentucky. According to CKCF, Al has 
most recently served as the Educational Liai-
son for the transformation at Fort Knox, 
facilitator of the K–12 education roundtables, 
and as the chairperson of the Education Sub-
committee of the Hardin County United 
Project. 

An editorial in his hometown paper, The 
News-Enterprise, said it best. ‘‘From that time 
to today, Rider has been an influential and in-
strumental player in improving educational op-
portunities and, thereby, quality of life in Har-
din County.’’ I could not agree more. 

Al has received several awards relating to 
his leadership in the field of education, includ-
ing: the Joseph W. Kelly Award from the Ken-
tucky Department of Education and the Distin-
guished Citizen Award from the Lincoln Herit-
age Council Boy Scouts of America. 

I am grateful for Al’s dedication to bettering 
the education of Kentuckians and wish him 
well in his retirement. 

f 

TO RECOGNIZE BHS AWARENESS 

HON. PATRICK MEEHAN 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
bring attention to a condition that is sadly mis-
understood. Breath-holding spells occur when 
a young child stops breathing for up to one 
minute, generally as a response to stress or 
emotions like fear and frustration. Sometimes, 
these spells cause the child to pass out. How-
ever, it is important to note that breath-holding 
is an involuntary reaction, and not something 
the child can control. While most children do 
not need treatment for breath-holding spells, 

they can be a difficult and scary experience 
for both parent and child. 

Jennifer Horne of Prospect Park, PA, in the 
7th district of Pennsylvania, is the founder of 
BHS Awareness. Ms. Horne’s son, Brayden, 
suffers from BHS. Founded in 2013, the group 
is dedicated to providing medical facts and 
personal experiences from parents. BHS 
Awareness recently supported an effort in the 
Pennsylvania House of Representatives to 
pass legislation officially recognizing July 14 
as Involuntary Breath Holding Awareness Day. 

Mr. Speaker, I honor BHS Awareness for its 
bravery and leadership regarding breath-hold-
ing spells. Ms. Horne and BHS Awareness are 
helping parents and children understand and 
cope with a difficult condition. Their hard work 
on this little-known condition is raising aware-
ness for the children who experience these 
spells and the parents who care for them. 

f 

RECOGNIZING DAVID BRADLEY 

HON. PATRICK J. TIBERI 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to rec-
ognize the life and achievements of First Ser-
geant David Bradley, United States Army— 
Retired, on the occasion of his passing from 
this life to the next. 

David was a linchpin of the central Ohio vet-
erans community for more than thirty years. In 
1983, Dave took his first major steps in vet-
erans advocacy as the Executive Director of 
the Vietnam Veterans of America—Depart-
ment of Ohio. Over nine years in this position, 
he became a distinguished advisor throughout 
Ohio as a valued member of the Ohio Vet-
erans Employment and Training Council and 
the Ohio Job Training Council. In 1991, he 
began his tenure as the Director of the Frank-
lin County Veterans Service Commission and 
gave immeasurably to the service and care of 
hundreds of thousands of central Ohio’s vet-
erans. 

I am extremely honored to play a small role 
in recognizing the life and accomplishments of 
such a uniquely dedicated public servant. 
Dave generously gave his time and energies 
to the many organizations and projects that 
have grown to shape the central Ohio vet-
erans community. His leadership in these ca-
pacities was recognized by the Ohio Depart-
ment of Veteran Services when he was in-
ducted into the Ohio Veterans Hall of Fame in 
2012. I personally partnered with David on 
many projects, including advocating for the 
construction of the Chalmers P. Wylie Ambula-
tory Care Center in Columbus, Ohio. This fa-
cility stands, in part, as a testament to David’s 
relentless work to better serve the veterans of 
Columbus and the surrounding area. His tire-
less efforts embodied the devotion and honor 
of our nation’s military, and his service to cen-
tral Ohio reflected the very best of what we 
the people demand from our public servants. 
His wisdom and indefatigable drive will be 
sorely missed in our communities, and I will 
miss his advice and counsel. 

On behalf of the citizens of Ohio’s 12th 
Congressional District, I thank David Bradley 
for his sacrifices for our nation and his unre-
lenting service to our community. I offer my 
deepest sympathies to his family. Their sense 

of loss at this time is shared by many of us 
who knew and loved David Bradley, and he 
will be dearly missed. 

f 

HONORING THE SERVICE OF EU-
LESS POLICE OFFICER JOHN 
WILLIAMS 

HON. KENNY MARCHANT 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 
to recognize retiring Lieutenant John Williams 
for his 31 years of public service as a police 
officer. 

John graduated from the University of Texas 
at Arlington in 1972 with a Bachelor’s Degree 
in Management. In the following year, he 
earned his Basic Police Certification and 
shortly afterwards joined the Arlington Police 
Department as an officer where he served for 
four years. Following his service in Arlington, 
John served as an officer for the Odessa Po-
lice Department for two years. 

Aside from being a police officer, John has 
been the owner of several successful busi-
nesses including a bowling center and custom 
harvesting operation. 

In 1988, John was hired as a patrol officer 
by the Euless Police Department. Throughout 
his career with the City of Euless, John has 
accomplished many achievements such as ob-
taining the ranks of Sergeant in 1992, Lieuten-
ant in 1999, and the supervisor roles of the 
Patrol Division, Criminal Investigations, Jail & 
Property Operations, Internal Affairs and the 
Traffic Unit. Aside from his promotions, John 
has been honored with 35 police commenda-
tions and nominated ten times as Supervisor 
of the Year, which he won in 2005. 

John has also earned a number of certifi-
cations and academic degrees within the field 
of law enforcement. The distinctions John has 
received over the years include the Inter-
mediate Police Certification in 1975, Advanced 
Police Certification in 1990, Breath Test Oper-
ator Certification in 1991, Police Officer In-
structor License in 1992, and Masters Police 
Certification in 1996. In 1992, John graduated 
from the Southwest Law Enforcement Institute 
School of Police Supervision; additionally, he 
graduated in 2000 from the Southwest Law 
Enforcement Institute Command School. At 
both institutes, John obtained high honors for 
his academic achievements. Overall, John has 
received over 3,000 hours of in-service train-
ing throughout his career. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the 24th Congres-
sional District of Texas, I ask all my distin-
guished colleagues to join me in thanking 
John Williams for his 31 years of public serv-
ice as a police officer. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MS. YUSHU ‘‘JOY’’ 
XIE 

HON. KERRY L. BENTIVOLIO 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. BENTIVOLIO. Mr. Speaker, I recognize 
Ms. Yushu ‘‘Joy’’ Xie’s acceptance into the 
prestigious Fulbright Scholarship Program. 
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The Fulbright Program is universally recog-
nized as America’s premier international ex-
change program. I am honored to represent 
Joy and wish her nothing but the best in her 
future endeavors. 

f 

HONORING DR. FRANK EUGENE 
STAGGERS, SR. 

HON. BARBARA LEE 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the extraordinary life and ca-
reer of Bay Area community leader and tire-
less advocate for the expansion of healthcare 
to the underserved, Dr. Frank Eugene Stag-
gers, Sr. Dr. Staggers was known throughout 
the Bay Area as someone who believed that 
the health of the individual is directly tied to 
the health of the community. With his passing, 
we look to Dr. Staggers’ tremendous legacy 
and the outstanding quality of his life’s work. 

Born in Charleston, South Carolina, Dr. 
Staggers served as a Sergeant in the U.S. 
Army in Belgium during World War II. After re-
turning home, Dr. Staggers attended Virginia 
State College in Petersburg, Virginia earning a 
Bachelor’s degree in Zoology. He enrolled in 
Meharry Medical College in Nashville, Ten-
nessee where he earned his degree in Medi-
cine. Upon graduation, Dr. Staggers put his 
extensive knowledge to use as a medical resi-
dent in the Navy as a Lieutenant Commander 
with a surgical subspecialty in Urology. He 
eventually retired from the Navy with the rank 
of Commander in 1963. 

Dr. Staggers worked tirelessly to ensure 
equality in healthcare, and the organizations 
he helped to found continue to carry out his vi-
sion, specifically the St. Luke’s Society, an or-
ganization dedicated to creating an alliance 
between African American doctors and min-
isters, and the Alta Bates Summit Ethnic 
Health Institute, a community service focused 
on promoting community health awareness, 
organizational alliances, and health-provider 
training to underserved and minority popu-
lations that experience disparities in 
healthcare. 

As an advocate for equality in healthcare, 
Dr. Staggers actively served in many leader-
ship roles. Notably, he served as Chairman of 
the American Medical Association’s Advisory 
Committee on Minority Physicians. He was 
also President, Vice Chair, and Chair of the 
California Medical Association Foundation, as 
well as President of the Alameda-Contra 
Costa County Medical Society. In addition, he 
was President and a member of the Golden 
State Medical Association, the National Med-
ical Association, and the Sinkler Miller Medical 
Association. 

For his many contributions and dedication to 
furthering minority access to healthcare, Dr. 
Staggers was recognized numerous times, in-
cluding by the California State Legislature, the 
Golden State Medical Association, the Na-
tional Medical Association, the Meharry Med-
ical College, and the American Medical Asso-
ciation Foundation. 

Dr. Staggers was a mentor to many, includ-
ing myself. I benefitted from his wise counsel 
and input on my health care legislation and 
agenda while in the California State Legisla-

ture and in Congress. He was steady, focused 
and passionate as he shared his knowledge 
and clarity regarding what I needed to know 
and do to address health care disparities in 
communities of color. For that, I am deeply 
grateful. 

As a board certified urologist, Dr. Staggers 
mentored minority medical students all across 
the United States, and he supported and was 
involved with many historic black colleges. 
This reflects Dr. Staggers belief in, and com-
mitment to nurturing the next generation to 
continue to build on the progress made by the 
previous generation. 

On a personal note, I had the privilege to 
spend time with Frank and his beloved wife, 
my friend and colleague while serving in the 
California State Legislature, the Honorable Te-
resa Hughes. Frank and ‘‘Terrie’’ loved each 
other deeply. They were able to pull both of 
their very busy lives together, never neglected 
each other and gave their friends a glimpse of 
‘‘true love’’ even in their golden years. The 
love he exhibited toward Terrie and his family 
was unconditional and inspiring. 

Today, California’s 13th Congressional Dis-
trict salutes and honors a great friend of the 
Bay Area and a true champion for equality, Dr. 
Frank Eugene Staggers Sr. His steadfast com-
mitment to ensuring that minorities have ac-
cess to better healthcare and quality of life will 
forever live on in the legacy that he leaves be-
hind. I offer my sincerest condolences to his 
many loved ones and to all of those whose 
lives he touched over the years. He will be 
deeply missed. 

f 

OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 

HON. MIKE COFFMAN 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 
20, 2009, the day President Obama took of-
fice, the national debt was 
$10,626,877,048,913.08. 

Today, it is $17,261,485,887,733.09. We’ve 
added $6,634,608,838,820.01 to our debt in 5 
years. This is over $6.6 trillion in debt our na-
tion, our economy, and our children could 
have avoided with a balanced budget amend-
ment. 

f 

CELEBRATING NATIONAL 
CATHOLIC SCHOOLS WEEK 2014 

HON. MIKE QUIGLEY 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize National Catholic Schools Week 
and honor the accomplishments of America’s 
Catholic schools. This year is the 40th anni-
versary of National Catholic Schools Week, an 
annual celebration of Catholic education. 

With more than two million students enrolled 
nationwide, Catholic schools equip children 
with the knowledge and skills that will serve 
them for the rest of their lives. Catholic 
schools are pillars of academic excellence, 
graduating 99 percent of high school students 
and sending 85 percent on to college. 

But these institutions go beyond merely pro-
viding a quality education. They also strive to 
instill values of faith and a commitment to so-
cial justice and service that grow today’s stu-
dents into tomorrow’s leaders. 

Catholic schools extend those same values 
to their local neighborhoods and communities. 
Beyond the classroom, schools encourage 
their students to give back and work together 
to improve the world around them. This dedi-
cation is on display every day in Illinois’ 5th 
Congressional District at schools like Guerin 
College Prep High School in River Grove, Im-
maculate Conception High School in Elmhurst, 
St. Andrew School and Our Lady of Mt. Car-
mel Academy in Chicago and many more. 

Finally, Catholic schools demonstrate an ad-
mirable spirit of diversity and acceptance. 
Nearly 20 percent of attendees practice other 
faiths and more racial and ethnic minorities 
continue to enroll in Catholic institutions. 

Catholic schools have a rich tradition of pro-
viding exceptional educations to our nation’s 
youth. Today, I honor their many contributions 
and thank them for their service to our stu-
dents and our communities. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF HIS EMI-
NENCE METROPOLITAN 
EVANGELOS OF NEW JERSEY 

HON. FRANK PALLONE JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
congratulate His Eminence Metropolitan 
Evangelos of New Jersey as he is honored by 
the Hellenic Federation of New Jersey with the 
Alexander the Great Achievement Award at its 
Fourth Annual Banquet. Metropolitan 
Evangelos is celebrating his 10th anniversary 
as Metropolitan of New Jersey and is truly de-
serving of this body’s recognition. 

Metropolitan Evangelos began his service to 
the Greek Orthodox church as a Deacon in 
1987 and 2 years later was ordained into 
priesthood. In 1991, he was ordained 
Archimandrite by His Eminence Archbishop 
Iakovos of North and South America. As a 
Deacon, he served at the Orthodox Center of 
Ecumenical Patriarchate in Geneva and the 
Greek Orthodox Archdiocese. 

In addition to his role as Deacon, Metropoli-
tan Evangelos also served as Assistant Direc-
tor of Archives and Director of the Department 
of Registry of the Greek Orthodox Arch-
diocese. He also served as assistant to the 
Dean of St. Demetrios Cathedral in New York, 
President of the Spiritual Court for the Arch-
diocesan District and Dean of the Hellenic Or-
thodox Community of Astoria ‘‘St. Demetrios 
Cathedral.’’ 

Metropolitan Evangelos was elected Bishop 
on April 12, 2003. A month later, he was or-
dained to the Episcopacy and he was en-
throned as the Spiritual Leader of the Greek 
Orthodox Metropolis of New Jersey on May 
11, 2003. 

Founded in 2009, the Hellenic Federation of 
New Jersey is led by President Savas 
Tsivicos. Its mission aims to preserve and pro-
mote the history and culture of the Hellenic 
community. It is currently comprised of 44 
Greek American organizations from across 
New Jersey. The Fourth Annual Banquet is 
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chaired by the Federation’s immediate past 
president Tassos Efstratiades. 

Mr. Speaker, once again, please join me in 
congratulating Metropolitan Evangelos on his 
selection as recipient of the Alexander the 
Great Achievement Award and thanking the 
Hellenic Federation of New Jersey for its con-
tinued efforts to honor the Hellenic heritage. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MR. PATRICK PIJLS 

HON. KERRY L. BENTIVOLIO 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. BENTIVOLIO. Mr. Speaker, I recognize 
Mr. Patrick Pijls’ acceptance into the pres-
tigious Fulbright Scholarship Program. The 
Fulbright Program is universally recognized as 
America’s premier international exchange pro-
gram. I am honored to represent Patrick and 
wish him nothing but the best in his future en-
deavors. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. CAROLYN McCARTHY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, I was unavoidably absent during the week 
of January 7th 2014. If I were present, I would 
have voted on the following. 

Wednesday, January 8th 2014: rollcall No. 
2: On Motion to Suspend the Rules and Pass 
H.R. 724, ‘‘yea;’’ rollcall No. 3: On Motion to 
Suspend the Rules and Pass, H.R. 3527, 
‘‘yea;’’ rollcall No. 4: On Motion to Suspend 
the Rules and Pass, H.R. 3628, ‘‘yea.’’ 

Thursday, January 9th 2014: rollcall No. 5: 
On Ordering the Previous Question on H.R. 
2279, ‘‘no;’’ rollcall No. 6: On Agreeing to the 
Resolution providing for the consideration of 
H.R. 2279, H.R. 3362, and H.R. 3811, ‘‘no;’’ 
rollcall No. 7: On Agreeing to the Amendment, 
‘‘aye;’’ rollcall No. 8: On Agreeing to the 
Amendment, ‘‘aye;’’ rollcall No. 9: On Motion 
to Recommit with Instructions, ‘‘aye;’’ rollcall 
No. 10: On Passage, H.R. 2279, ‘‘no.’’ 

Friday, January 10th 2014: rollcall No. 11: 
On Passage, H.R. 3811, ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

HONORING ROBERTA MOCK 

HON. LUKE MESSER 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the accomplishments and career of an 
outstanding educator, Roberta Mock of 
Greensburg. 

Roberta Mock has been a teacher and ad-
ministrator at Greensburg Community High 
School for nearly fifty years. In that time, she 
has helped shape the lives of countless stu-
dents who have passed through her class-
room. A lifelong resident of Greensburg, Ro-
berta Mock received her bachelor’s degree in 
education and a master’s degree from Ball 
State University. She has also obtained an 

education specialist degree in education ad-
ministration from Indiana University. 

At Greensburg, Ms. Mock taught a variety of 
subjects including English, speech, journalism, 
world history, social studies, economics and 
psychology. She also served as the high 
school’s assistant principal and mentored stu-
dents in extracurricular activities including 
wrestling, soccer and track. I will always be 
grateful for the impact Ms. Mock had on my 
life, when I was her student in high school. 
She lived her love for her students every day. 

I ask the entire 6th Congressional District to 
join me in congratulating Roberta Mock on a 
long career in education. As she retires from 
Greensburg Community High School, I have 
no doubt that Ms. Mock will bring the same 
enthusiasm, dedication and passion to the 
next chapter of her life. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MS. JOSEPHINE KAO 

HON. KERRY L. BENTIVOLIO 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. BENTIVOLIO. Mr. Speaker, I recognize 
Ms. Josephine Kao’s acceptance into the 
prestigious Fulbright Scholarship Program. 
The Fulbright Program is universally recog-
nized as America’s premier international ex-
change program. I am honored to represent 
Josephine in Congress and wish her nothing 
but the best in her future endeavors. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DEVANSHI UDESHI 

HON. PETE OLSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
commend Devanshi Udeshi on completing a 
Silver Award, the highest achievement a Girl 
Scout Cadette can earn. Devanshi, an eighth 
grader at Sartartia Middle School in Sugar 
Land, achieved this honor through her accom-
plishments in leadership, advocacy, and dedi-
cation to improving her community. 

After watching an episode of the Dr. Oz 
show about childhood obesity, Devanshi was 
inspired to make a positive impact in her com-
munity. For Devanshi’s Silver Award project, 
‘‘Brocc N’ Roll,’’ she hosted a Nutrition Aware-
ness Workshop at the Impact Church to bring 
more awareness to the issue of obesity. Dur-
ing the workshop, she gave a presentation to 
the adults on the importance of healthy eating 
and exercise. For attending children, she 
planned competitions and games to show 
them how fun exercise can be. In addition, 
Devanshi has volunteered her time at the Cre-
ative Dreams Outreach center, educating chil-
dren on the importance of a balanced diet. 

On behalf of all of the residents of the 
Twenty-Second Congressional District of 
Texas, it’s an honor to recognize Devanshi’s 
accomplishment and desire to make her com-
munity a better place. We are all proud of 
Devanshi Udeshi. 

HONORING ARMY CAPTAIN 
CLAYTON CARPENTER 

HON. NITA M. LOWEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to honor 
the memory of my constituent, Army Captain 
Clayton Carpenter of Cortlandt Manor, New 
York, who recently lost his life during a heli-
copter training incident. 

Captain Carpenter leaves behind a loving 
mother and father, and I extend my thoughts 
and prayers to them during this time of pain 
and grief. 

A graduate of the U.S. Military Academy at 
West Point, Captain Carpenter flew Black 
Hawk helicopters in both Iraq and Afghanistan. 
A soldier dedicated to helping children, he 
even took time in the midst of the Iraq conflict 
to take photographs of the children’s book fig-
ure Flat Stanley for use in classrooms in New 
York. 

Now, Congress must honor Captain Clayton 
and others who have made the ultimate sac-
rifice for our country and ensure our soldiers 
have the safest equipment possible for training 
and combat. 

f 

‘‘THE PASSING OF A PRESIDENT:’’ 
IN HONOR OF PRESIDENT JOHN 
F. KENNEDY 

HON. RICHARD E. NEAL 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, on November 22, 
2013, my hometown of Springfield, Massachu-
setts held a ceremony to remember President 
John Fitzgerald Kennedy on the 50th anniver-
sary of his death. What sets this ceremony 
apart from the many others that took place on 
this significant anniversary is that in 1964, 
Springfield established a monument with an 
eternal flame in our beautiful Forest Park in 
President Kennedy’s memory. The citizens of 
Springfield hold President Kennedy’s memory 
dear and gather to remember him each No-
vember 22nd since. I am proud to have par-
ticipated in at least forty of these ceremonies 
over the years. 

Following this year’s event, I received a very 
touching letter from a long-time friend and 
Springfield native, Mary Ellen Long Franz. In 
the letter, she included a poem, which she 
had written in November of 1963. I found her 
poem to be very moving and believe it cap-
tures the emotions that millions across the 
country felt on that day. I want to thank Mary 
Ellen for this tribute to our fallen President and 
I submit this poem. 

THE PASSING OF A PRESIDENT 
(By: Mary Ellen Long Franz, November 1963) 

Began the somber, solemn days of horror 
growing. 

Hollow tumult gnawing, aching, pelting . . . 
Dear God, this cannot be. 
But so it was and sorrow swelled and soared 

and burst its bonds to rush cascading 
. . . 

The million tears of all the millions flowing. 
Endless sadness softly going. 
O see, brave lady, love surrounding and en-

folding, holding heartful. 
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To give at last where always we have taken 

. . . 
And still are taking even now your grieving. 
Our loved one so much more is loved when 

gone, so unwarned gone. 
Forgive us this, our trespassing, and near-

ness to him wanting. 
Too undreamed were we of such nightmarish 

thing. 
Unwilling now to part, to break apart, to 

lose so soon, too sadly soon . . . 
In memory enough to keep his faith, his love 

that gave with heart’s whole love . . . 
His mind that gleaned from all the good, 

from all the harvest of our history . . . 
Enough to hold his soul’s warm dedication, 
His love of peace and laughter sunning, 
His giving, selfless giving of all that one can 

give? 
Please, God, it can be so. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO BRIGADIER GENERAL 
CALVIN H. ELAM 

HON. JAMES E. CLYBURN 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. CLYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to Brigadier General Calvin H. 
Elam on the occasion of his retirement from 
the South Carolina Air National Guard. The 
first African American general officer of the 
South Carolina Air National Guard, General 
Elam currently serves as the Assistant Adju-
tant General for Air of the South Carolina Na-
tional Guard at McEntire Joint National Guard 
Base in Eastover, South Carolina. 

General Elam’s retirement marks the end of 
25 years of service in the Air National Guard. 
Commissioned in December 1988 when he 
graduated from the Air National Guard’s Acad-
emy of Military Science, he has served in nu-
merous capacities, including as Commander 
and Deputy Commander of the 169th Mission 
Support Group, Commander of the 169th 
Maintenance Squadron, and Chief of Supply 
of the 169th Logistics Readiness Squadron. 
Prior to his commissioning, he spent six years 
on active duty; culminating in his service as a 
Contracting Specialist. He is highly decorated, 
having earned, among several other awards 
and commendations, the Legion of Merit and 
Meritorious Service Medal. 

A native of Greenwood, South Carolina, 
General Elam is a graduate of the University 
of South Carolina’s Darla Moore School of 
Business, with a Bachelor of Science degree 
in Business Marketing. Now residing in Irmo 
with his wife, Mary, and their three children, 
General Elam is a pillar of the community. He 
is the Chief Executive Officer of Elam Finan-
cial Group, conducting retirement planning, 
wealth management, and life and estate plan-
ning. He also serves on the Claflin University 
Board of Trustees and is Chairman of the 
Board’s Budget and Finance Committee. 

While General Elam’s military service is 
coming to an end, I have no doubt that his 
service in other spheres will continue apace. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask you and my colleagues 
to join me in congratulating General Elam on 
this milestone and wishing him well in his 
much-deserved retirement. 

RECOGNIZING MS. STEPHANIE 
CHEN 

HON. KERRY L. BENTIVOLIO 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. BENTIVOLIO. Mr. Speaker, I recognize 
Ms. Stephanie Chen’s acceptance into the 
prestigious Fulbright Scholarship Program. 
The Fulbright Program is universally recog-
nized as America’s premier international ex-
change program. I am honored to represent 
Stephanie in Congress and wish her nothing 
but the best in her future endeavors. 

f 

REMEMBERING THE HONORABLE 
OTIS PIKE 

HON. TIMOTHY H. BISHOP 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. BISHOP of New York. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to pay tribute to former Congress-
man Otis Grey Pike, who represented New 
York’s First Congressional District for eighteen 
years and passed away on January 20, 2014. 

Born on August 31, 1921, in Riverhead, 
New York, Otis was orphaned at a young age 
and was subsequently raised by two sisters 
and an aunt. Overcoming his early losses, he 
finished his primary and secondary education 
in the Riverhead public schools and enrolled 
at Princeton University. 

In 1942, Otis put his studies on hold to 
serve our country as a United States Marine. 
During World War Two he was a fighter pilot 
who flew 120 missions and won five air med-
als. After the war Otis returned to his studies, 
ultimately graduating from Columbia Law 
School in 1948. 

Upon completing law school, Otis returned 
to Riverhead, where he began practicing law 
and became a Justice of the Peace in his 
home town in 1954. 

Otis decided to run for Congress in 1958, 
having become fascinated with politics as a 
teenager. Although his first bid was unsuc-
cessful, he was elected to the House in 1960. 
When voters send someone to Congress, they 
expect that person to be their advocate. And 
an advocate is exactly what the residents of 
New York’s First Congressional District got 
when they sent Otis Pike to Washington. 

Otis first gained national attention for his ad-
vocacy in 1967, when he spoke out about the 
military spending too much for small parts that 
he believed could be purchased at greatly re-
duced rates. The awareness he raised helped 
lead to changes in the Pentagon’s purchasing 
procedures. In 1969, Otis led a subcommittee 
investigation into North Korea’s seizure of the 
Pueblo, a United States intelligence ship. 

In 1975, Otis became the Chairman of the 
House Select Committee on Intelligence. 
While serving in this role, he took on the intel-
ligence community in a way Congress had not 
previously attempted. He led the first Congres-
sional investigation into the Central Intel-
ligence Agency, which resulted in a report call-
ing for greater Congressional oversight of in-
telligence operations. After being blocked from 
public disclosure by the full House of Rep-
resentatives, the report was leaked by the 
media. 

During his tenure in Congress, which ended 
in 1979, Otis was also instrumental in the pas-
sage of legislation that helped shape the Long 
Island we know today. Among his most impor-
tant legacies was securing enactment of the 
law creating the Fire Island National Sea-
shore. 

Otis was well-liked, admired and respected 
in Congress, and he was also known for his 
love of bowties. While on the campaign trail, 
he had often carried a banjo and ukulele to 
create songs about opponents public policy 
issues. Upon his retirement from the House, 
he devoted greater time to writing and became 
a syndicated columnist for Newhouse News-
papers, a post he held for twenty years. 

On a personal note, I will never forget the 
kindness Otis extended to me when I first ran 
for his former seat and every subsequent oc-
casion I had the pleasure of speaking with 
him. 

Otis was predeceased by his first wife, Doris 
Orth, and a son, Robert Pike. He is survived 
by his second wife, Barbe Bonjour Pike, his 
daughter, Lois Pike Eyre, his son, Douglas 
Pike, and two grandchildren. I would like to 
express condolences to the Pike family on be-
half of the residents of New York’s First Con-
gressional District, both past and present, 

Mr. Speaker, Congressman Pike was a 
dedicated and highly effective public servant 
who made an indelible impression on Con-
gress and on New York’s first district. He en-
joyed an impeccable reputation as one of 
Long Island’s longest serving representatives 
in Congress and will always be remembered 
as one whose career should serve as a model 
for all who engage in public service. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. CAROLYN McCARTHY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, I was unavoidably absent during the week 
of January 13, 2014. If I were present, I would 
have voted on the following: 

Rollcall No. 12: H.R. 1513, ‘‘yea’’; 
Rollcall No. 13: S. 230, ‘‘yea’’; 
Rollcall No. 14: H.R. 2274, ‘‘yea’’; 
Rollcall No. 15: H.R. 801, ‘‘yea’’; 
Rollcall No. 16: Journal Vote, ‘‘yea’’; 
Rollcall No. 17: H.R. 2860, ‘‘yea’’; 
Rollcall No. 18: H.R. 1233, ‘‘yea’’; 
Rollcall No. 19: Motion on Ordering the Pre-

vious Question to H.R. 3547, ‘‘nay’’; 
Rollcall No. 20: H. Res. 458, ‘‘no’’; 
Rollcall No. 21: Concurring in the Senate 

Amendment with an Amendment to H.R. 3547, 
‘‘yea’’; 

Rollcall No. 22: Democratic Motion to Re-
commit H.R. 3362, ‘‘yea’’; and 

Rollcall No. 23: Final Passage of H.R. 3362, 
‘‘nay.’’ 

f 

RECOGNIZING AL FRACASSA 

HON. KERRY L. BENTIVOLIO 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. BENTIVOLIO. Mr. Speaker, I seek rec-
ognition on behalf of Al Fracassa, head coach 
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of Birmingham Brother Rice’s football team for 
45 years. Throughout these years, Mr. 
Fracassa taught young men at Brother Rice 
the values of leadership, teamwork, and dis-
cipline. In a world where mediocrity is encour-
aged, and even praised through things like 
‘‘participation awards,’’ Mr. Fracassa accepted 
nothing less than the best from his teams. As 
he said, ‘‘. . . the difference between good 
and great is just a little effort.’’ It is this 
mindset, that success must be earned through 
hard work and perseverance, which has made 
America the great nation it is today. 

Whereas, Mr. Fracassa has achieved a 
record 430 wins over the course of his career, 
along with nine playoff titles, and the most 
wins in Michigan football history, putting him at 
fifth in the nation; and 

Whereas; he has raised an estimated 
$150,000 for Brother Rice by auctioning off 
pasta dinners with Al; and 

Whereas; he has won awards including the 
1997 and 2006 NFL High School Coach of the 
Year, the 2002 American Football Coaches 
Association National Coach of the Year, and 
the Fred Danzinger Award; and 

Whereas; he has been named Michigan’s 
Coach of the Year four times, been inducted 
into the Michigan Sports Hall of Fame, and re-
ceived the MSU Duffy Daugherty Memorial 
Lifetime Achievement; and 

Whereas; the Brother Rice Football Field 
was renamed Fracassa Field in 2006, and he 
will be Coach Emeritus following his retire-
ment; and 

Whereas; he has been praised as influen-
tial, inspirational, caring, and humble, and 
been called a leader, a mentor, and a legend; 
and 

Whereas; he will remain active at Brother 
Rice and in the community as a motivational 
speaker, continuing to be a paragon of 
strength and virtue; now, therefore be it pro-
claimed by the Congress of the United States 
of America that Al Fracassa be honored for 
his commitment to excellence, his pursuit of 
greatness, and his stalwart demonstration of 
American traditions and values. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF JOSEPH 
KOISA 

HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
congratulate Joseph Koisa as he retires from 
the Union Beach Fire Department. Mr. Koisa 
dedicated 50 years to serving the Union 
Beach community and is truly deserving of this 
body’s recognition. 

Joseph Koisa joined the Harris Gardens Fire 
Company in 1959. Among many other officer 
positions, he was elected Captain, Third Dep-
uty Chief and Department Chief over the 
years. In addition, he served as Chief Engi-
neer from 1984 until 2012. 

Throughout Mr. Koisa’s tenure as Deputy 
Chief and Chief, Union Beach experienced 
three major fires, one of which required assist-
ance from additional towns, which Mr. Koisa 
had to coordinate. As Chief Engineer, Mr. 
Koisa ensured that the department’s trucks 
and apparatus were properly maintained and 
worked on securing the best equipment avail-
able. 

Mr. Koisa was also active outside of the 
Harris Gardens Fire Company, joining the 
New Jersey Relief Association and the New 
Jersey Exempt Association of Union Beach in 
1966. In 1980, he became a member of the 
Bayshore Active Fire Chiefs Association and 
served on the Historic Committee and Mem-
bership Audit Committee. He is currently a Life 
Member of all three associations. 

Together with Lorraine, his wife of over 44 
years, he has a daughter Annie, a son Joey 
and two grandsons Sean and Kyle. Joey is 
also a member of the Harris Gardens Fire 
Company and currently serves as Chief Engi-
neer. 

Mr. Speaker, once again, please join me in 
congratulating Joseph Koisa on his retirement 
from the Union Beach Fire Department and 
thanking him for his 50 years of dutiful service 
to the residents of Union Beach. 

f 

HONORING THE SERVICE OF EU-
LESS POLICE OFFICER STEVEN 
ESKEW 

HON. KENNY MARCHANT 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 
to recognize retiring Captain Steven Eskew for 
his 34 years of public service as a police offi-
cer. 

Steven graduated in 1977 from Central Mis-
souri State University with a Bachelor of 
Science Degree in Criminal Justice Adminis-
tration. Following his graduation, Steven 
worked for the Department of Public Safety in 
Raytown, Missouri, and as a security officer in 
the private sector. 

In 1980, Steven was hired as a patrol officer 
by the Euless Police Department. Throughout 
his career with the City of Euless, Steven has 
accomplished many achievements such as ob-
taining the ranks of Criminal Investigator in 
1985, Sergeant in 1989, Lieutenant in 1993, 
and Captain in 2011. Aside from his pro-
motions, Steven has been honored with 12 
personnel commendations, Distinguished 
Service Award in 1984, Police Officer of the 
Year in 1985, and Supervisor of the Year in 
1991. 

Steven served as the Department Armorer 
for many years. Additionally, he has held the 
positions of Tactical Commander, Internal Af-
fairs Officer, and Firearms Instructor. 

Steven has also earned a number of certifi-
cations and academic degrees within the field 
of law enforcement. The distinctions Steven 
has received over the years include the Basic 
Police Certification in 1981, Intermediate Po-
lice Certification in 1982, Advanced Police 
Certification in 1986, Tactical and Sniper train-
ing in 1986, Firearm Instructor Certification in 
1995, and Master’s Police Certification in 
1995. In 1989, Steven graduated from the 
Southwest Law Enforcement Institute School 
of Police Supervision; additionally, he grad-
uated in 1994 from the Southwest Law En-
forcement Institute Command School. At both 
institutes, Steven obtained high honors for his 
academic achievements. Overall, Steven re-
ceived over 2,600 hours of in-service training 
throughout his career. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the 24th Congres-
sional District of Texas, I ask all my distin-

guished colleagues to join me in thanking Ste-
ven Eskew for his 34 years of public service 
as a police officer. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MR. MARK JACKSON 

HON. KERRY L. BENTIVOLIO 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. BENTIVOLIO. Mr. Speaker, I recognize 
Mr. Mark Jackson’s acceptance into the pres-
tigious Fulbright Scholarship Program. The 
Fulbright Program is universally recognized as 
America’s premier international exchange pro-
gram. I am honored to represent Mark in Con-
gress and wish him nothing but the best in his 
future endeavors. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF DUWAYNE 
BRIDGES BEING NAMED 2013 LEG-
ISLATOR OF THE YEAR BY THE 
ALABAMA DEPARTMENT OF VET-
ERANS AFFAIRS 

HON. MIKE ROGERS 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask for the House’s attention today to recog-
nize a dear friend and former colleague of 
mine in the Alabama State House, DuWayne 
Bridges, for being named the 2013 Legislator 
of the Year by the Alabama Department of 
Veterans Affairs. 

DuWayne Bridges is a resident of Valley, 
Alabama. He served our country as a member 
of the United States Marine Corps in Vietnam. 
He and his wife, Pat, have two children, 
DuWayne Jr. and Karen. They are the proud 
grandparents of nine children. DuWayne re-
ceived his Bachelor’s Degree from Faulkner 
University and his Master’s Degree from Troy 
University. He is the owner of Bridges Travel 
Plaza in Cusseta, Alabama. 

DuWayne is a past Vice Chairman for the 
Alabama State Department of Mental Health 
and was elected as Chambers County’s 1996 
Gentleman of the Year. In 2000, DuWayne 
was elected to represent Alabama’s 38th Dis-
trict, which encompasses Lee and Chambers 
counties. He serves as the Chairman of the 
Military and Veterans’ Committee in the State 
House, and also serves as a member of my 
Third District Veterans’ Advisory Board. 

On January 10th, DuWayne was recognized 
as the 2013 Legislator of the Year by the Ala-
bama Department of Veterans Affairs. He was 
recognized for his support of several bills that 
will benefit Alabama’s Veterans. Among those 
bills was the ‘‘Heroes for Hire Act’’ which pro-
vides a tax credit to employers who hire re-
cently deployed Veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in congratu-
lating DuWayne for his dedication to Ala-
bama’s Veterans. His tireless service to our 
state and country is an inspiration to legisla-
tors everywhere. I wish him the best of luck in 
his future endeavors outside of the State 
House as he retires this year. 
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HONORING CATHEY DANDRIDGE 

HON. STEPHEN LEE FINCHER 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, January 27, 2014 

Mr. FINCHER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
congratulate and celebrate the life and busi-
ness career of W. Cathey Dandridge. On Jan-
uary 25th, 2014, friends and fellow Fayette 
County, Tennessee residents are gathering for 
a Community Appreciation Reception and re-
joice the 47 year entrepreneurship of the man 
simply known as ‘‘Mr. Cathey.’’ 

Mr. Dandridge was born and raised in the 
small Mississippi town of Thyatira, where his 
graduating high school class consisted of just 
16 students. While in high school a young stu-
dent named JoAnn Hawkins caught his eye 
and both ultimately attended the University of 
Memphis and were later married in 1960. 

With a degree in Industrial Arts, Mr. 
Dandridge accepted a job from John Deere 
working in Cullman, Alabama. Proving to be a 
valued employee, Mr. Dandridge quickly 
moved up with new positions in Greenville, 
Mississippi and Brownsville, Tennessee. With 
a growing family, Mr. Dandridge made the de-
cision to take a leap of business faith and pur-
chase Warren Implement. Thus, Dandridge 
Equipment was brought into existence on Oc-
tober 11th, 1967. 

What started as the smallest John Deere 
dealership in Tennessee grew over the years 
to include sales to Europe, Asia, South Amer-
ica, and all over North America achieving nu-
merous awards and recognitions from John 
Deere. Locally, Mr. Dandridge and Dandridge 
Equipment received the Fayette County 
Chamber of Commerce’s Large Business 
Award in 2011. Over the years ‘‘Mr. Cathey’’ 
employed 46 individuals with 582 years of 
combined service to his company. 

W. Cathey Dandridge’s life stands as a tes-
tament to the American dream. Humble and 
rural beginnings, hard work and dedication, 
appreciation and community service, are all 
hallmark traits of what it takes to create a suc-
cessful business and more importantly a suc-
cessful life. On behalf of Tennessee’s 8th 
Congressional District, I congratulate and wish 
the best of luck to the family and friends of 
‘‘Mr. Cathey’’ Dandridge for all future endeav-
ors. 

f 

SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com-
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 

on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Tuesday, Jan-
uary 28, 2014 may be found in the Daily 
Digest of today’s RECORD. 

MEETINGS SCHEDULED 

JANUARY 29 

10 a.m. 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 

and Pensions 
Business meeting to consider the nomi-

nations of Michael Keith Yudin, of the 
District of Columbia, to be Assistant 
Secretary for Special Education and 
Rehabilitative Services, James Cole, 
Jr., of New York, to be General Coun-
sel, James H. Shelton III, of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, to be Deputy Sec-
retary, Theodore Reed Mitchell, of 
California, to be Under Secretary, and 
Ericka M. Miller, of Virginia, to be As-
sistant Secretary for Postsecondary 
Education, all of the Department of 
Education, France A. Cordova, of New 
Mexico, to be Director of the National 
Science Foundation, David Weil, of 
Massachusetts, to be Administrator of 
the Wage and Hour Division, Depart-
ment of Labor, and Steven Joel An-
thony, of Virginia, to be a Member of 
the Railroad Retirement Board. 

SD–430 
Committee on Homeland Security and 

Governmental Affairs 
Business meeting to consider S. 1486, to 

improve, sustain, and transform the 
United States Postal Service. 

SD–342 
Committee on the Judiciary 

To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Department of Justice. 

SD–226 
Committee on Rules and Administration 

To hold hearings to examine S. 1728, to 
amend the Uniformed and Overseas 
Citizens Absentee Voting Act to im-
prove ballot accessibility to uniformed 
services voters and overseas voters. 

SR–301 
Select Committee on Intelligence 

To hold hearings to examine worldwide 
threat. 

SH–216 
2:30 p.m. 

Committee on Indian Affairs 
Business meeting to consider S. 1448, to 

provide for equitable compensation to 
the Spokane Tribe of Indians of the 
Spokane Reservation for the use of 
tribal land for the production of hydro-
power by the Grand Coulee Dam, and 
the nomination of Vincent G. Logan, of 
New York, to be Special Trustee, Office 
of Special Trustee for American Indi-
ans, Department of the Interior; to be 
immediately followed by a hearing to 
examine S. 919, to amend the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education As-
sistance Act to provide further self- 
governance by Indian tribes. 

SD–628 
3:30 p.m. 

Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs 

Subcommittee on Economic Policy 
To hold hearings to examine the annual 

report and oversight of the Office of Fi-
nancial Research. 

SD–538 

JANUARY 30 

9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-

sources 
To hold an oversight hearing to examine 

opportunities and challenges associ-
ated with lifting the ban on United 
States crude oil exports. 

SD–366 
Committee on Environment and Public 

Works 
Subcommittee on Clean Air and Nuclear 

Safety 
To hold a joint oversight hearing to ex-

amine the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission’s (NRC) implementation of the 
Fukushima Near-Term Task Force rec-
ommendations and other actions to en-
hance and maintain nuclear safety. 

SD–406 
10 a.m. 

Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation 

Subcommittee on Oceans, Atmosphere, 
Fisheries, and Coast Guard 

To hold hearings to examine West Coast 
and Western Pacific perspectives on 
Magnuson-Stevens Act reauthoriza-
tion. 

SR–253 
Committee on Finance 

To hold hearings to examine the nomina-
tion of Karen Dynan, of Maryland, to 
be Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 

SD–215 
Committee on Foreign Relations 

To hold hearings to examine civilian nu-
clear cooperation agreements, focusing 
on Section 123. 

SD–419 
Committee on the Judiciary 

Business meeting to consider S. 619, to 
amend title 18, United States Code, to 
prevent unjust and irrational criminal 
punishments, S. 1410, to focus limited 
Federal resources on the most serious 
offenders, S. 1675, to reduce recidivism 
and increase public safety, and the 
nominations of Indira Talwani, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
District of Massachusetts, James D. 
Peterson, to be United States District 
Judge for the Western District of Wis-
consin, Nancy J. Rosenstengel, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Southern District of Illinois, and Debo 
P. Adegbile, of New York, and John P. 
Carlin, of New York, both to be an As-
sistant Attorney General, Department 
of Justice. 

SD–226 
2:30 p.m. 

Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 

Subcommittee on Emergency Manage-
ment, Intergovernmental Relations, 
and the District of Columbia 

To hold hearings to examine Federal gov-
ernment closure impacts on the Dis-
trict of Columbia, focusing on the shut-
down. 

SD–342 
Select Committee on Intelligence 

To hold closed hearings to examine cer-
tain intelligence matters. 

SH–219 

FEBRUARY 3 

3 p.m. 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and 

Urban Affairs 
Subcommittee on National Security and 

International Trade and Finance 
To hold hearings to examine safe-

guarding consumers’ financial data. 
SD–538 
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FEBRUARY 4 

10 a.m. 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-

sources 
To hold hearings to examine the nomina-

tions of Rhea Sun Suh, of Colorado, to 

be Assistant Secretary for Fish and 
Wildlife, and Janice Marion Schneider, 
of New York, to be Assistant Secretary 
for Land and Mineral Management, 
both of the Department of the Interior. 

SD–366 

10:15 a.m. 
Committee on the Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine privacy in 
the digital age, focusing on preventing 
data breaches and combating 
cybercrime. 

SD–226 
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Monday, January 27, 2014 

Daily Digest 
Senate 

Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S467–S492 
Measures Introduced: Six bills and three resolu-
tions were introduced, as follows: S. 1959–1964, and 
S. Res. 337–339.                                                          Page S486 

Measures Passed: 
Support for United States-Republic of Korea 

Civil Nuclear Cooperation Act: Senate passed S. 
1901, to authorize the President to extend the term 
of the nuclear energy agreement with the Republic 
of Korea until March 19, 2016.                           Page S491 

Joint Session of Congress: Senate agreed to H. 
Con. Res. 75, providing for a joint session of Con-
gress to receive a message from the President. 
                                                                                              Page S491 

National Data Privacy Day: Senate agreed to S. 
Res. 337, expressing support for the designation of 
January 28, 2014, as ‘‘National Data Privacy Day’’. 
                                                                                              Page S491 

Curator Emeritus of the United States Senate: 
Senate agreed to S. Res. 338, designating Diane K. 
Skvarla as Curator Emeritus of the United States 
Senate.                                                                        Pages S491–92 

Measures Considered: 
Homeowner Flood Insurance Affordability 
Act—Agreement: Senate resumed consideration of 
the motion to proceed to consideration of S. 1926, 
to delay the implementation of certain provisions of 
the Biggert-Waters Flood Insurance Reform Act of 
2012 and to reform the National Association of Reg-
istered Agents and Brokers.                            Pages S467–81 

During consideration of this measure today, Senate 
also took the following action: 

By 86 yeas to 13 nays (Vote No. 14), three-fifths 
of those Senators duly chosen and sworn, having 
voted in the affirmative, Senate agreed to the motion 
to close further debate on the motion to proceed to 
consideration of the bill.                                   Pages S478–79 

A unanimous-consent agreement was reached pro-
viding for further consideration of the motion to 
proceed to consideration of the bill, post-cloture, at 
approximately 10 a.m., on Tuesday, January 28, 

2014; and that time during adjournment and recess 
count post-cloture on the motion to proceed to con-
sideration of the bill.                                                  Page S492 

Messages from the House:                                   Page S483 

Measures Referred:                                                   Page S484 

Measures Placed on the Calendar:    Pages S467, S484 

Measures Read the First Time:           Pages S484, S492 

Executive Communications:                       Pages S484–86 

Additional Cosponsors:                                 Pages S486–88 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                                      Pages S488–90 

Additional Statements:                                  Pages S481–83 

Notices of Hearings/Meetings:                  Pages S490–91 

Privileges of the Floor:                                          Page S491 

Record Votes: One record vote was taken today. 
(Total—14)                                                                      Page S479 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 2 p.m. and ad-
journed at 6:40 p.m., until 10 a.m. on Tuesday, Jan-
uary 28, 2014. (For Senate’s program, see the re-
marks of the Acting Majority Leader in today’s 
Record on page S492.) 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on Environment and Public Works: Com-
mittee announced the following subcommittee as-
signments: 
Subcommittee on Transportation and Infrastructure: Sen-
ators Baucus (Chair), Carper, Cardin, Sanders, Udall 
(NM), Gillibrand, Booker, Barrasso, Inhofe, Sessions, 
Crapo, Wicker, and Fischer. 
Subcommittee on Clean Air and Nuclear Safety: Senators 
Carper (Chair), Baucus, Cardin, Sanders, White-
house, Udall (NM), Sessions, Barrasso, Crapo, 
Wicker, and Boozman. 
Subcommittee on Water and Wildlife: Senators Cardin 
(Chair), Carper, Whitehouse, Merkley, Gillibrand, 
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Booker, Boozman, Inhofe, Barrasso, Sessions, and 
Fischer. 

Subcommittee on Superfund, Toxics and Environmental 
Health: Senators Udall (NM) (Chair), Baucus, 
Merkley, Gillibrand, Booker, Crapo, Inhofe, Wicker, 
and Fischer. 

Subcommittee on Green Jobs and the New Economy: Sen-
ators Merkley (Chair), Carper, Sanders, Wicker, and 
Sessions. 
Subcommittee on Oversight: Senators Whitehouse 
(Chair), Baucus, Booker, Inhofe, and Boozman. 

Senators Boxer and Vitter are ex officio members of each 
subcommittee. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 8 public 
bills, H.R. 3928–3935; and 3 resolutions, H. Con. 
Res. 78; and H. Res. 463–464, were introduced. 
                                                                                    Pages H1430–31 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages H1431–32 

Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows: 
Conference report on H.R. 2642, to provide for 

the reform and continuation of agricultural and other 
programs of the Department of Agriculture through 
fiscal year 2018, and for other purposes (H. Rept. 
113–333) and 

H. Res. 465, providing for consideration of the 
bill (H.R. 7) to prohibit taxpayer funded abortions, 
and providing for consideration of the conference re-
port to accompany the bill (H. R. 2642) to provide 
for the reform and continuation of agricultural and 
other programs of the Department of Agriculture 
through fiscal year 2018, and for other purposes (H. 
Rept. 113–334).                             Pages H1269–H1425, H1430 

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he 
appointed Representative Womack to act as Speaker 
pro tempore for today.                                             Page H1253 

Recess: The House recessed at 12:06 p.m. and re-
convened at 2 p.m.                                                    Page H1254 

Member Resignation: Read a letter from Rep-
resentative Trey Radel, wherein he resigned as Rep-
resentative for the Nineteenth Congressional District 
of Florida, effective 6:30 p.m. on January 27, 2014. 
                                                                                            Page H1254 

Recess: The House recessed at 2:08 p.m. and recon-
vened at 5:30 p.m. 
Suspensions: The House agreed to suspend the rules 
and pass the following measures: 

Good Samaritan Search and Recovery Act: H.R. 
2166, amended, to direct the Secretary of the Inte-
rior and Secretary of Agriculture to expedite access 
to certain Federal lands under the administrative ju-

risdiction of each Secretary for good Samaritan 
search-and-recovery missions, by a 2⁄3 yea-and-nay 
vote of 394 yeas with none voting ‘‘nay’’, Roll No. 
24;                                                          Pages H1255–57, H1259–60 

Ranch A Consolidation and Management Im-
provement Act: H.R. 1684, to convey certain prop-
erty to the State of Wyoming to consolidate the his-
toric Ranch A; and                                            Pages H1257–58 

Providing for the conveyance of a small parcel of 
National Forest System land in Los Padres Na-
tional Forest in California: H.R. 3008, amended, 
to provide for the conveyance of a small parcel of 
National Forest System land in Los Padres National 
Forest in California, by a 2⁄3 yea-and-nay vote of 367 
yeas to 27 nays, Roll No. 25. 
                                                                Pages H1258–59, H1260–61 

Recess: The House recessed at 6 p.m. and recon-
vened at 6:30 p.m.                                                    Page H1259 

Whole Number of the House: The Chair an-
nounced to the House that, in light of the resigna-
tion of the gentleman from Florida, Mr. Radel, the 
whole number of the House is 432.                 Page H1259 

Recess: The House recessed at 8:50 p.m. and recon-
vened at 10:23 p.m.                                                 Page H1428 

Quorum Calls—Votes: Two yea-and-nay votes de-
veloped during the proceedings of today and appear 
on pages H1259–60 and H1260–61. There were no 
quorum calls. 
Adjournment: The House met at 12 noon and ad-
journed at 10:25 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Full Committee 
began a markup on H.R. 3826, the ‘‘Electricity Se-
curity and Affordability Act’’; and H.R. 2126, the 
‘‘Better Buildings Act of 2013’’. 
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LESSONS LEARNED FROM SUPER BOWL 
PREPARATIONS: PREVENTING 
INTERNATIONAL HUMAN TRAFFICKING 
AT MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Subcommittee on Africa, 
Global Health, Global Human Rights, and Inter-
national Organizations held a hearing entitled ‘‘Les-
sons Learned from Super Bowl Preparations: Pre-
venting International Human Trafficking at Major 
Sporting Events’’. Testimony was heard from Luis 
CdeBaca, Ambassador-at-Large, Office to Monitor 
and Combat Trafficking in Persons, Department of 
State; Maria M. Odom, Chair, Blue Campaign, De-
partment of Homeland Security; Polly Hanson, Chief 
of Police, AMTRAK; and public witnesses. 

NO TAXPAYER FUNDING FOR ABORTION 
ACT; AND CONFERENCE REPORT— 
FEDERAL AGRICULTURE REFORM AND 
RISK MANAGEMENT ACT OF 2013 
Committee on Rules: Full Committee held a hearing on 
H.R. 7, ‘‘No Taxpayer Funding for Abortion Act’’; 
and the conference report to accompany H.R. 2642, 
the ‘‘Federal Agriculture Reform and Risk Manage-
ment Act of 2013’’. The Committee granted, by 
record vote of 9–3, a closed rule for H.R 7. The rule 
provides one hour of debate equally divided among 
and controlled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on the Judiciary, the 
chair and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. The rule waives all points of order 
against consideration of the bill. The rule provides 
that an amendment in the nature of a substitute 
consisting of the text of Rules Committee Print 
113–33 shall be considered as adopted and the bill, 
as amended, shall be considered as read. The rule 
waives all points of order against provisions in the 
bill, as amended. The rule provides one motion to 
recommit with or without instructions. In section 2, 
the rule waives all points of order against the con-
ference report to accompany H.R. 2642, the Federal 
Agriculture Reform and Risk Management Act of 
2013 and against its consideration. The rule provides 
that the conference report shall be considered as 
read. The rule provides that the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered without intervention 
of any motion except one hour of debate and one 
motion to recommit if applicable. The rule provides 
that debate on the conference report is divided pur-
suant to clause 8(d) of rule XXII. Testimony was 
heard from Chairmen Goodlatte and Lucas, and Rep-
resentatives Smith (NJ), Blackburn, DeGette, Nad-
ler, Norton, Jackson Lee, Johnson (GA), Levin, and 
Van Hollen. 

Joint Meetings 
No joint committee meetings were held. 

f 

NEW PUBLIC LAWS 
(For last listing of Public Laws, see DAILY DIGEST, p. D29) 

H.J. Res. 106, making further continuing appro-
priations for fiscal year 2014. Signed on January 15, 
2014. (Public Law 113–73) 

S. 1614, to require Certificates of Citizenship and 
other Federal documents to reflect name and date of 
birth determinations made by a State court. Signed 
on January 16, 2014. (Public Law 113–74) 

H.R. 667, to redesignate the Dryden Flight Re-
search Center as the Neil A. Armstrong Flight Re-
search Center and the Western Aeronautical Test 
Range as the Hugh L. Dryden Aeronautical Test 
Range. Signed on January 16, 2014. (Public Law 
113–75) 

H.R. 3547, making consolidated appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2014. 
Signed on January 17, 2014. (Public Law 113–76) 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR TUESDAY, 
JANUARY 28, 2014 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Committee on Armed Services: to hold hearings to examine 

recent changes to the United States military retirement 
system, 9:30 a.m., SD–G50. 

Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: to 
hold an oversight hearing to examine the reauthorization 
of the Export-Import Bank of the United States, 10 a.m., 
SD–538. 

Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: to hold hear-
ings to examine S. 1600, to facilitate the reestablishment 
of domestic, critical mineral designation, assessment, pro-
duction, manufacturing, recycling, analysis, forecasting, 
workforce, education, research, and international capabili-
ties in the United States, 10 a.m., SD–366. 

Committee on Foreign Relations: to hold hearings to exam-
ine the nominations of Max Sieben Baucus, of Montana, 
to be Ambassador to the People’s Republic of China, Ar-
nold A. Chacon, of Virginia, to be Director General of 
the Foreign Service, and Daniel Bennett Smith, of Vir-
ginia, to be Assistant Secretary for Intelligence and Re-
search, all of the Department of State, 10 a.m., SD–419. 

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs: 
Subcommittee on the Efficiency and Effectiveness of Fed-
eral Programs and the Federal Workforce, to hold hear-
ings to examine overtime at the Department of Home-
land Security, 2:30 p.m., SD–342. 

Committee on the Judiciary: to hold hearings to examine 
the nominations of Steven Paul Logan, John Joseph 
Tuchi, Diane J. Humetewa, Rosemary Marquez, Douglas 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 05:14 Jan 27, 2015 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00003 Fmt 0627 Sfmt 0627 E:\RECORD14\JAN 2014\D27JA4.REC D27JA4bj
ne

al
 o

n 
D

S
K

2T
W

X
8P

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGESTD76 January 27, 2014 

L. Rayes, and James Alan Soto, all to be a United States 
District Judge for the District of Arizona, 10 a.m., 
SD–226. 

Select Committee on Intelligence: to hold closed hearings to 
examine certain intelligence matters, 2:30 p.m., SH–219. 

House 
Committee on Armed Services, Full Committee, hearing 

entitled ‘‘Rebalancing to the Asia-Pacific Region: Exam-
ining its Implementation’’, 10 a.m., 2118 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Strategic Forces; and Subcommittee 
on Seapower and Projection Forces, joint hearing entitled 
‘‘The People’s Republic of China’s Counterspace Program 
and the Implications for U.S. National Security’’, 3:30 
p.m., 2118 Rayburn. 

Committee on the Budget, Full Committee, hearing enti-
tled ‘‘A Progress Report on The War on Poverty: Ex-
panding Economic Opportunity’’, 10 a.m., 210 Cannon. 

Committee on Education and the Workforce, Subcommittee 
on Higher Education and Workforce Training, hearing 
entitled ‘‘Keeping College within Reach: Sharing Best 
Practices for Serving Low-income and First Generation 
Students’’, 10 a.m., 2175 Rayburn. 

Committee on Energy and Commerce, Full Committee, 
markup on H.R. 3826, the ‘‘Electricity Security and Af-
fordability Act’’; and H.R. 2126, the ‘‘Better Buildings 
Act of 2013’’, 10 a.m., 2123 Rayburn. 

Committee on Financial Services, Full Committee, hearing 
entitled ‘‘The Semi-Annual Report of the Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection Bureau’’, 10 a.m., 2128 Rayburn. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs, Subcommittee on Middle 
East and North Africa; and Subcommittee on Terrorism, 
Nonproliferation, and Trade, hearing entitled ‘‘Implemen-
tation of the Iran Nuclear Deal’’, 2 p.m., 2172 Rayburn. 

Committee on Homeland Security, Subcommittee on Trans-
portation Security, hearing entitled ‘‘Examining TSA’s 
Cadre of Criminal Investigators’’, 1:30 p.m., 311 Cannon. 

Committee on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Crime, 
Terrorism, Homeland Security, and Investigations, hear-
ing entitled ‘‘Top Management Challenges: Grant Man-
agement at the U.S. Department of Justice’’, 10 a.m., 
2141 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Courts, Intellectual Property and the 
Internet, hearing entitled ‘‘The Scope of Fair Use’’, 2 
p.m., 2141 Rayburn. 

Committee on Natural Resources, Full Committee, markup 
on the following legislation: H.R. 163, the ‘‘Sleeping 
Bear Dunes National Lakeshore Conservation and Recre-
ation Act’’; H.R. 433, the ‘‘Pine Forest Range Recreation 
Enhancement Act of 2013’’; H.R. 2095, the ‘‘Land Dis-
posal Transparency and Efficiency Act’’; H.R. 2259, the 
‘‘North Fork Watershed Protection Act of 2013’’; H.R. 
2657, the ‘‘Disposal of Excess Federal Lands Act of 
2013’’; and H.R. 3492, the ‘‘River Paddling Protection 
Act’’,10 a.m., 1324 Longworth. 

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, Full Com-
mittee, hearing entitled ‘‘A Roadmap for Hackers?—Doc-
uments Detailing Healthcare.gov Security 
Vulnerabilities’’, 10 a.m., 2154 Rayburn. This hearing 
may close. 

Committee on Small Business, Subcommittee on Agri-
culture, Energy and Trade, hearing entitled ‘‘Small Busi-
ness Trade Agenda: Status and Impact of International 
Agreements’’, 10 a.m., 2360 Rayburn. 

Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, Sub-
committee on Highways and Transit, hearing entitled 
‘‘Improving the Effectiveness of the Federal Surface Trans-
portation Safety Grant Programs’’, 10 a.m., 2167 Ray-
burn. 

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, Full Committee, hearing 
entitled ‘‘What can the Federal Government Learn from 
the Private Sector’s Successful Approach to Hiring Vet-
erans?’’, 10 a.m., 334 Cannon. 

Committee on Ways and Means, Full Committee, hearing 
entitled ‘‘Impact of the Employer Mandate’s Definition of 
Full-time Employee on Jobs and Opportunities’’, 10 a.m., 
1100 Longworth. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL PROGRAM AHEAD 
Week of January 28 through January 31, 2014 

Senate Chamber 
On Tuesday, at approximately 10 a.m., Senate will 

continue consideration of the motion to proceed to 
consideration of S. 1926, Homeowner Flood Insur-
ance Affordability Act. 

During the balance of the week, Senate may con-
sider any cleared legislative and executive business. 

Senate Committees 
(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Committee on Armed Services: January 28, to hold hear-
ings to examine recent changes to the United States mili-
tary retirement system, 9:30 a.m., SD–G50. 

Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: Janu-
ary 28, to hold an oversight hearing to examine the reau-
thorization of the Export-Import Bank of the United 
States, 10 a.m., SD–538. 

January 29, Subcommittee on Economic Policy, to hold 
hearings to examine the annual report and oversight of 
the Office of Financial Research, 3:30 p.m., SD–538. 

Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: Janu-
ary 30, Subcommittee on Oceans, Atmosphere, Fisheries, 
and Coast Guard, to hold hearings to examine West 
Coast and Western Pacific perspectives on Magnuson-Ste-
vens Act reauthorization, 10 a.m., SR–253. 

Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: January 28, 
to hold hearings to examine S. 1600, to facilitate the re-
establishment of domestic, critical mineral designation, 
assessment, production, manufacturing, recycling, anal-
ysis, forecasting, workforce, education, research, and inter-
national capabilities in the United States, 10 a.m., 
SD–366. 

January 30, Full Committee, to hold an oversight hear-
ing to examine opportunities and challenges associated 
with lifting the ban on United States crude oil exports, 
9:30 a.m., SD–366. 

Committee on Environment and Public Works: January 30, 
with the Subcommittee on Clean Air and Nuclear Safety, 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 05:14 Jan 27, 2015 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00004 Fmt 0627 Sfmt 0627 E:\RECORD14\JAN 2014\D27JA4.REC D27JA4bj
ne

al
 o

n 
D

S
K

2T
W

X
8P

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGEST D77 January 27, 2014 

to hold a joint oversight hearing to examine the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission’s (NRC) implementation of the 
Fukushima Near-Term Task Force recommendations and 
other actions to enhance and maintain nuclear safety, 9:30 
a.m., SD–406. 

Committee on Finance: January 30, to hold hearings to 
examine the nomination of Karen Dynan, of Maryland, to 
be Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, 10 a.m., SD–215. 

Committee on Foreign Relations: January 28, to hold hear-
ings to examine the nominations of Max Sieben Baucus, 
of Montana, to be Ambassador to the People’s Republic 
of China, Arnold A. Chacon, of Virginia, to be Director 
General of the Foreign Service, and Daniel Bennett 
Smith, of Virginia, to be Assistant Secretary for Intel-
ligence and Research, all of the Department of State, 10 
a.m., SD–419. 

January 30, Full Committee, to hold hearings to exam-
ine civilian nuclear cooperation agreements, focusing on 
Section 123, 10 a.m., SD–419. 

Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions: Jan-
uary 29, business meeting to consider the nominations of 
Michael Keith Yudin, of the District of Columbia, to be 
Assistant Secretary for Special Education and Rehabilita-
tive Services, James Cole, Jr., of New York, to be General 
Counsel, James H. Shelton III, of the District of Colum-
bia, to be Deputy Secretary, Theodore Reed Mitchell, of 
California, to be Under Secretary, and Ericka M. Miller, 
of Virginia, to be Assistant Secretary for Postsecondary 
Education, all of the Department of Education, France A. 
Cordova, of New Mexico, to be Director of the National 
Science Foundation, David Weil, of Massachusetts, to be 
Administrator of the Wage and Hour Division, Depart-
ment of Labor, and Steven Joel Anthony, of Virginia, to 
be a Member of the Railroad Retirement Board, 10 a.m., 
SD–430. 

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs: 
January 28, Subcommittee on the Efficiency and Effec-
tiveness of Federal Programs and the Federal Workforce, 
to hold hearings to examine overtime at the Department 
of Homeland Security, 2:30 p.m., SD–342. 

January 29, Full Committee, business meeting to con-
sider S. 1486, to improve, sustain, and transform the 
United States Postal Service, 10 a.m., SD–342. 

January 30, Subcommittee on Emergency Management, 
Intergovernmental Relations, and the District of Colum-
bia, to hold hearings to examine Federal government clo-
sure impacts on the District of Columbia, focusing on the 
shutdown, 2:30 p.m., SD–342. 

Committee on Indian Affairs: January 29, business meet-
ing to consider S. 1448, to provide for equitable com-
pensation to the Spokane Tribe of Indians of the Spokane 
Reservation for the use of tribal land for the production 
of hydropower by the Grand Coulee Dam, and the nomi-
nation of Vincent G. Logan, of New York, to be Special 

Trustee, Office of Special Trustee for American Indians, 
Department of the Interior; to be immediately followed 
by a hearing to examine S. 919, to amend the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assistance Act to pro-
vide further self-governance by Indian tribes, 2:30 p.m., 
SD–628. 

Committee on the Judiciary: January 28, to hold hearings 
to examine the nominations of Steven Paul Logan, John 
Joseph Tuchi, Diane J. Humetewa, Rosemary Marquez, 
Douglas L. Rayes, and James Alan Soto, all to be a 
United States District Judge for the District of Arizona, 
10 a.m., SD–226. 

January 29, Full Committee, to hold an oversight hear-
ing to examine the Department of Justice, 10 a.m., 
SD–226. 

January 30, Full Committee, business meeting to con-
sider S. 619, to amend title 18, United States Code, to 
prevent unjust and irrational criminal punishments, S. 
1410, to focus limited Federal resources on the most seri-
ous offenders, S. 1675, to reduce recidivism and increase 
public safety, and the nominations of Indira Talwani, to 
be United States District Judge for the District of Massa-
chusetts, James D. Peterson, to be United States District 
Judge for the Western District of Wisconsin, Nancy J. 
Rosenstengel, to be United States District Judge for the 
Southern District of Illinois, and Debo P. Adegbile, of 
New York, and John P. Carlin, of New York, both to 
be an Assistant Attorney General, Department of Justice, 
10 a.m., SD–226. 

Committee on Rules and Administration: January 29, to 
hold hearings to examine S. 1728, to amend the Uni-
formed and Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act to 
improve ballot accessibility to uniformed services voters 
and overseas voters, 10 a.m., SR–301. 

Select Committee on Intelligence: January 28, to hold closed 
hearings to examine certain intelligence matters, 2:30 
p.m., SH–219. 

January 29, Full Committee, to hold hearings to exam-
ine worldwide threat, 10 a.m., SH–216. 

January 30, Full Committee, to hold closed hearings to 
examine certain intelligence matters, 2:30 p.m., SH–219. 

House Committees 
Committee on Armed Services, January 29, Subcommittee 

on Military Personnel, hearing entitled ‘‘Religious Ac-
commodations in the Armed Services’’, 9:30 a.m., 2118 
Rayburn. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs, January 29, Full Com-
mittee, markup on H.R. 938, to strengthen the strategic 
alliance between the United States and Israel, and for 
other purposes; and H.R. 447, supporting the democratic 
and European aspirations of the people of Ukraine, and 
their right to choose their own future free of intimidation 
and fear, 9:30 a.m., 2172 Rayburn. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

10 a.m., Tuesday, January 28 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Tuesday: Senate will continue consider-
ation of the motion to proceed to consideration of S. 
1926, Homeowner Flood Insurance Affordability Act. 

(Senate will recess from 12:30 p.m. until 2:15 p.m. for 
their respective party conferences.) 

(Senators will gather in the Senate Chamber at 8:20 
p.m. to proceed as a body to the Joint Session with the 
House of Representatives to receive the State of the 
Union Address from the President of the United States.) 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

10 a.m., Tuesday, January 28 

House Chamber 

Program for Tuesday: Begin consideration of H.R. 7— 
No Taxpayer Funding for Abortion Act (Subject to a 
Rule). Joint Session with the Senate to Receive the State 
of the Union Address from the President of the United 
States. 

Extensions of Remarks, as inserted in this issue 
HOUSE 

Bentivolio, Kerry L., Mich., E116, E118, E118, E119, 
E119, E120 

Bishop, Timothy H., N.Y., E119 
Boehner, John A., Ohio, E115 
Clyburn, James E., S.C., E119 
Coffman, Mike, Colo., E117 
Fincher, Stephen Lee, Tenn., E121 

Guthrie, Brett, Ky., E116 
Hudson, Richard, N.C., E115 
Lee, Barbara, Calif., E117 
Lowey, Nita M., N.Y., E118 
McCarthy, Carolyn, N.Y., E118, E119 
Marchant, Kenny, Tex., E116, E120 
Meehan, Patrick, Pa., E116 
Messer, Luke, Ind., E118 
Neal, Richard E., Mass., E118 

Negrete McLeod, Gloria, Calif., E115 
Olson, Pete, Tex., E118 
Pallone, Frank, Jr., N.J., E117, E120 
Quigley, Mike, Ill., E117 
Rogers, Mike, Ala., E120 
Schneider, Bradley S., Ill., E115 
Tiberi, Patrick J., Ohio, E116
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